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The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CAFFERY. I have a general pair with the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Burrows], and therefore withhold my vote,

Mr. NELSON. As I have stated, I have a general pair with
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. I transfer that
pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote
1] na ‘”

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I take the liberty of transferring my

ir with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the Senator

Coloradoe [Mr, WoLcoTT], and vote ‘* nay.”

Mr, SULLIVAN. I suggest the absence of a quorum, Mr,
President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the
Senator that the result of the vote has not yet been announced.

Mr. HAWLEY. [ take advantage of that observation to ask
permission to make an announcement. I had hoped to have an
executive session this evening, but I am now satisfied that it will
be impossible.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order, but the
Senator from Connecticut, by the indulgence of the Senate, may
make a statement.

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course, the statement is being mads, as I
suppose, by unanimous consent. Iwant to give notice that Ishall
to-morrow morning, immediately after themorning business, move
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business,

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 28; as follows:

YEAS—.
Bate, Kenney. Mallory, Turley,
Butler, McLaurin, Sullivan, Turner.
Jones, Ark.
NAYS—28.

Allison, Deboe, Kyle, Proctor,
Bacon, Fairbanks, Lodge, Bewell,
Bard, Foraker, Mason, Shoup,
Beveridge, Gallinger, Nelson, Spooner,
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Stewart,
Clapp, Hawley, Pettigrew, Warren,

om, Kearns, Platt, Conn. ‘Wetmore.

NOT VOTING—5L.
Aldri Depew, Lindsay, rles,
.Allen?h' Dﬂﬁ:gham, McBride, nay,
Baker, Dolliver, McComas, wlins,
Berry, Elkins, McCumber, Scott,
Burrows, Foster, McEnery, Simon,
Caffery, Frye, McMillan, Taliaferro,
Carter, Hale, Martin, Teller,
Chilton, Hanna, Money, Thurston,
Clark, Harris, Morgan, Tillman,
Clay, Heitfeld, Trose, Vest,
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettus, Wellington,
Culberson, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott.
Daniel, Pritchard, i
So the Senate refused to adjourn.

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the roll of the Senate may be
called.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll.

Mr, PETTIGREW. Have we nof a right to insist on having

the names of the absentees first called? y

The PRESIDING OFFIC’ER. A quorum not having been re-
corded on the vote just taken, under the rules of the Senate only
a call of the Senate or a motion to adjourn is in order.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BACON (when Mr. CLAY’S name was called), I desire to
gay that my colleague [Mr. CLaY] has been at work all day in
committee and has left the Chamber because of very serious indis-

tion. -

poilir. LODGE (when Mr. HoArR'S name was called), I desire to
announce that my colleague [Mr. HoAR] is necessarily absent from
the city.

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. QUARLES'S name was called). My
colleague [Mr. QUARLES] is necasaan(;lc{ absent from the city.

The roll call having been concluded, it appeared that the fol-
lowing Senators had answered to their names:

Allison, Cullom, Kenney, Rawlins,
Bacon, Kyle, Sewell,
Bard, Dolliver, k&dlfa. Shoup,
Bate, Fair ory, Spooner,
Beveridge, Foraker, Mason, Stewart,
Burrows, Frye, Nelson, Sullivan,
Butler, inger, Perkins, Tillman,
Caffery, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Warren,
Chandler, wley, Pet Wetmore.
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn.

Clapp, Kearns, Proctor,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-two Senators have re-
sponded to the roll call, lacking 3 of a quorum,

Mr. PROCTOR. Imove that the Senate adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; and (at5 o'clock and 50 minutesp.m.)
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 13,
1601, at 11 o’clock a. m, -
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
TUESDAY, February 12, 1901.

The House met at 12 o’clock m,

The Chaplain, Rev. HENrRY N. CoupkiN, D, D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father who art in heaven, we are reminded of a strong,
rugged, pure, noble life which, under the dispensation of Thy
providence, found its way into this world ninety-two years ago
to-day, and, though born of obscure parents, reared in penury, yet
by his own industry and the nobility of his soul rose gradually to
the highest position in the gift of his countrymen and left in his
works behind him a monument which ghall endure through all the
ages. We thank Thee for that life, and we E‘ray Thee that we
Eu.y copy all his virtues in the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ,

men.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and
approved. ’

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. ALLEN of Maine, for four days, on account of important
business,

To Mr. BALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. BurToX, for two days, on uccount of important business.

To Mr. GROSVENOR, for two days, on account of illness,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its
clerks, announced thatthe Senate had passed without amendment
bill of the following title:

H. R, 13374. An act anthorizing the Indiana, Illinois and Iowa
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across St.
Joseph River at or near the city of St. Joseph, Mich.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 12304) to amend an act entitled
“An act to provide ways and means to meet war ex&)enditures,
and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and to reduce
taxation thereunder, disagreed to by the House of Representa-
tives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr,
AvpricH, Mr, ALLisON, and Mr. JoNES of Arkansas as the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate,

THE RECORD.

Mr. KNOX. Mr, Speaker, 1 desireto call up what I claim to be
an infringement of the privileges of the House by the insertion of
a letter signed *‘ Republican,” which a rs on page 2527 of the
REecorp of this morning. I will not take the time of the House
to read the letter. It was read in the presence of the Committee
of the Whole House yesterday afternoon, and is now before every
member of the House in the RECORD published this morning.

This matter I claim is before the House properlyin two ways.
It was, by vote of the Committee of the Whole House, reported to
the House as an doccurrence for its consideration, and is here as

unfinished business.
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A point of order, Mr,
Speaker. I donot understand the gentleman has made any mo-

tion. I reserve all points of order against any motion he may
make. I donotwant to waive that. The gentleman can take his
own course in making the motion.

Mr. ENOX. Iam abouttostate themotion. I will offera res-
olution in a moment. I claim this is before the House as unfin-
ished business of yesterday on a report of the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, &and the
motion made that the letter be stricken from the REcorp, It is
before the House again this morning E;'Operly in the Euhh’ahed
REecorDp which we have before us, of which the House has entire
and full jurisdiction. The RECORD is the property of the House.
It contains the proceedings of the House, and the House has en-
tire jurisdiction to deal with anything contained in the RECORD.

Now, Mr. Speaker, while I agree that a member of the House
upon his own responsibility may charge an{r sort of an offense
against one who is not a member and not be liable to be called to
an account here for it, yet when he introduces a paper read from
the Clerk’s desk to be inserted in the REcorbp, then the House as-
sumes and has jurisdiction of the pagfs to say whether it contains
improper matter or not. And if it , if it is scandalous, if per-
chance it be indecent or obscene, then the House in its full juris-
diction may strike it from the RECORD.

No argument, I submit, is necessary to convince the House that
this letter goes to the very verge of scandal and abuse. Ifisan
anonymous letter inserted in the RECORD, charging most disgrace-
ful offenses. If has no responsibility behind i, And unless the
House is willing to say that the REcorp hereafter shall be made
the avenue for circulating anonymous charges against this man
and that man, then no stronger case can be made out where a letter
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should be stricken from the REcorp and no:longer disgrace the
proceedings of this House,

It is before us in the fact that the RECORD is before us, and we
have jurisdiction to deal with it here and now. It isnota qnes-
tioa of to-day or to-morrow; it is a question for the long future,

.whether we are to make this RECorD such an avenue of abuse of
citizens of the counfry.

Now, Mr. Speaker, no particular process is necessary to bring
this matter to the attention of the House. This is entirely analo-
gous to proceedings in court. A member of the bar, under the
oath of office which he takes when he is admitted as an attorney,
has the right to file papers in court. He may file declarations, he
may file answers, he may file all sorts of pleadings; but he has no
right to file a paper which is scandalous. If he does, then no mo-
tion is necessary to take it from the records of the court. The
court may of its own motion find upon inspection that the paper
is scandalous and may strike it from the record. I believe, Mr.
Speaker, that it was entirely in the power of the Speaker himself,
upon the inspection of this RECORD, and with no motion or sng-

tion, to strike this letter from the REcorp. I do not ask that.

ask the House, which has entire jurisdiction of the matter, to

strike this from the REcorD; and I ask for the adoption of the
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. What is the paper sent up by the gentleman?

Mr. ENOX. A resolution which I ask to have read, and of
which I shall move the adoption.

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be read for the informa-
tion of the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the letter Yrintcd upon
Recorp and signed ** Republican,” which letter was read while the House
was in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on Monday,
February 11, 1901, is scandalous, an infringement of the privileges of the
House, and a violation of the propriety of debate; and that said letter be
struck from the RECORD.

Mr. KNOX. Mr,Speaker, I ask for the adoption of that resolu-
tion, and on that guestion I ask the previous question.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to make a point of
order on the resolution.

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, Surely the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr, Kxox], after having made his speech, is not going to
move the previous (iuestion?

Mr. KNOX. Well, I will withdraw the previous question if the
gentleman desires to be heard.

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. Lef me say to the gentleman from
Massachusetts that I believe the first part of this resolution ought
not to be adopted. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to vote
to strike that anonymons letter from the record of this House
[applause], because the records of this House are no place for
anonymous communications. Buf the gentleman’s resolution
asks us to say that the letter is slanderous, which I am unwilling
to do. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Kxox] will
eliminate from his resolution all except the proposition to strike
out the anonymons letter, I will cheerfully vote for it.

Mr. KNOX., I am entirely willing to modify the resolution so
that it will simply Emvide for striking out the letter,

Mr, BAlLEXPof exas, That is right.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the
gentleman from Massachusetts to this point. The Committee of
the Whole House reported fo the House a resolution containing a
motion that the letter bestruck from the REcorp. Thatis themat-
ter, in the opinion of the Chair, which is before this House; and
the Chair has very grave doubts about the propriety of offering
this resolution or submitting it to the House, considering the fact
that the Committee of the Whole has laid before the House,
through the report of its Chairman, the resolution which was
adff)ted in Committee of the Whole.

r. KNOX. Iam entirely willing to rely upon the resolution
reported from the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that that puts the matter
before the House.

Mr, KNOX. I ask, then, to withdraw my resolution.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is upon the motion to strike the
letter from the REcorp. That was the guestion before the House.
The Chair is of opinion that the rule requiring a resolution to
precede consideration where the dignity of the House is involved
is satisfied when the Committee of the Whole lays a resolution
before the House. If this were an individual matter, of course
the gentleman could be beard, and debate would proceed unless
cut off by the previous question, or until the House was ready to
pass upon it. That question, in the judgment of the Chair, is not
preseated now.

Mr, SULZER. Mr, Speaker—

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
New York rise?

Mr, SULZER. T desire, Mr.
motion of the gentleman from
in guestion from the RECORD.
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%feaker, to be heard briefly on the
assachusetts to strike the letter

" The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts with-
draw the demand for the previous question?

Mr, KNOX, How much time does the gentleman from New
York desire?

Mr. SULZER. I desire to'ba heard very briefly, not more than
four or five minutes.

Mr. KNOX. Iwillyield tothe gentleman, Mr, Speaker, if I can
do so, five minutes.

Mr. SULZER. I shall probably not need that much time.

Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat ata loss to understand the anxiety
of the gentleman from Massachusetts and his associates to protect
this man Perry S. Heath. He is not a member of this House.
The position the gentleman assumes seems somewhat anomalous
and curious. Ifisamusing to me. While some of his party col-
leagnes on that side of the House took a manifest delight yester-
day in attacking my personal character, they at the same time
seem anxious now to protect and shield this man Heath from the
responsibility thatshould rest on him. Heath attacked me in the
last campaign. I simply struck back. He lied about me. I told
the truth about him. I stand here, Mr. Speaker, to say that there
is no man in this House who can charge me with any offense
whatever or with any misconduct.

My life is, and always has been, an open book; and when the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] yesterday made cer-
tain insinuations against me I was justified in my resentment, and
was justified in ‘*smoking out ™ the real calprit, Mr. Heath, who
had made the charge against me in the last campaign. 1did smoke
him out. Heis Perry S. Heath, the secretary of the national Re-

ublican committee. I had the courage to stand here yesterday,

. Speaker, and say that I was responsible, as I now repeat, for
everything contained in that letter. 1t is all true,and I dare Mr,
Heath to successfully controvert its statements. Iunderstand m
responsibility in making such a statement. I repeat now that {
am entirely responsible for all that I have said. I waived my con-
stitutional prerogative yesterday, and I waiveitnow. [Applause.]
And if Mr. Heath thinks that there is anything scandalous, any-
thing libelous, in that letter, let him sue me, and I stand ready to
meet the snit and prove all the charges. I challenge him to truth-
fully disprove the facts stated in that letter., Let him answer the
questions therein contained. He dare not do it.

Why, Mr, Speaker, this morning a distingnished gentleman in
this city, formerly a Representative on the floor of this House,
said to me that I was justified and safe in standing by the state-
ments in that letter, ‘“because every word in it was the truth.”

Mr. Speaker, I have no objection now to this letter Deing
stricken from the RECORD, because I feel confident that the Re-
publicans are going to strike it from the REcorD, anyway.

But I am going tosay over again, in a more forcible way, every-
thing in that letter before this Congress adjourns. I want Perry
S. Heath to answer the questions asked in the letter, and if he
does he will be a fit candidate for the penitentiary. I want Perry
S, Heath to understand that he is not fooling with an infant when
he attacks me. [Laughter.] I want him to understand that I
am responsible for all I say, He had no compunction of con-
science in wantonly, eriminally, and maliciously attacking me in
a political campaign, in order to change the opinion of a few
voters of this country, and when I tell the truth about him let
him meet the charges like a man and not squeal worse than a pig
under a gate. [Laughter.]

Mz, Speaker, let this letter be stricken from the REcorp. I care
notnow. Itisinthe RECORD; it is in the newspapers of the coun-
try. Iintended that it should go in the REcorp; I made that
fight yesterday. I have accomplished my purpose and 1 am per-
fectly content now; for the present, at all events, Mr, Heath has
now something to think abont, [Applause.]

Mr. KNOX, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SP. The question ison the motion, reported to the
House from the Committee of the Whole, that the letter referred
to, which is found on page 2527 of the RECORD, be stricken from
the RECORD. %

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. Theayes have it, the motion prevails, and ac-
cordingly the letter referred to will be stricken from the RECORD,

CENTENNIAL OF LOUISIANA PURCHASE,

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for the
greaent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9829) to provide for cele-
rating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the
Louisiana terrifory by the United States by holding an interna-
tional exhibition in the city of St. Louis, Mo., which bill has been
reported to the Hounse by the Special Committee on the Centen-
nial of the Lionisiana Purchase, and that it be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, chairman of
the committee on the celebration of the Louisiana purchase, by
direction of his committee, asks unanimous consent for the present
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consideration in the House as in Committee of the Whole of the
bill which the Clerk will now report to the House.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
thie s_uglstgﬁto reported by the committee be read instead of the
origin 3

The SPEAKER. Coupled with his request, the gentleman
makes the request that the substitute reported by the committee
for the original bill be read and considered instead of the original
bill. Before unanimous consent, the Clerk will report the substi-
tute, if there is no objection.

There was no objection.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the substitute.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, to save time I
will say that I think this bill ought to go to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union. I have no desire to op-
pose its consideration, if considered in that manner.

The SPEAKER, Therequestof the gentleman from Minnesota
was that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. But, Mr. Speaker, I understand
very well what the effect of that is, The bill can not be amended.
The previous question can be moved, and therefore I am con-
strained to object.

Mr. TAWNEY., I will say to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts that there is no purpose on the part of the special committee
to interfere to cut off any amendment that any member of the
House may desire to offer, if the bill is considered in the House as
in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have no de-

gire—

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota with-
draw that part of his request, that it be considered in the House
as in Committee of the Whole?

Mr. TAWNEY. I will withdraw that and let it be considered
in Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading.

Mr. HULL. Has unanimons consent been given, Mr, Speaker?

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that if this is to be considered in
Committee of the Whole, in my judgment it had better be con-
sidered a little later, after the Army and sundry civil bills have
passed the Honse. We have arrived at the stage in the session
where I believe those bills ought to be in the Senate.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object?

Mr. CANNON. To going into Committee of the Whole now to
consider the bill? Yes,

The SPEAKER. Tothe request of the gentleman from Minne-

sota.

Mr. CANNON. Well, that is his re%uest. as I understand it.
I will not object as soon as the Army bill and the sundry civil
bill can be sent to the Senate.

Mr, TAWNEY. I desire to appeal to the gentleman from Illi-
nois to allow this matter to be considered at this time, I am sat-
isfied it will not consnme to exceed an hour of the time of the
House or of the Committee of the Whole.

Mr, CANNON. Well, it is not of such importance as the bills
to carry on the Government, that require forty times as much
work, and therefore I shall object until these two bills pass.

Mr. TAWNEY. That may all be true. I hope the genfleman
will withdraw his objection.

Mr. CANNON. I will not withdraw the objection at this time
until those bills have passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the purpose of considering the bill making appropriation for
the snp]smrt of the Army.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the
Honuse resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state
of the Union for the purpose of considering the Army appropria-
tion bill, being the bill H, R, 14017,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, pending that I desire to say to the
House that the majority and minority members of the committee
have conferred as to time, and have agreed among themselves for
an hour and twenty minutes debate on a side, and I ask unani-
mpnstccnsent that the general debate run for two hours and forty
minntes.

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to go into Committee of
the Whole the gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent that
general debate be closed in two hours and forty minutes.

Mr. HULL. One half to be controlled by myself, the other half
by a member of the minority of the Committee on Military Affairs,

The SPEAKER. One half to be controlled by the gentleman
from Idwa, chairman of the committee, and the other half to be
controlled by a member of the minority of the Committee on Mil-

itary Affairs. Is there objection?
hears none, and it is so ordered.
motion of the gentleman from Iowa.

The question was put; and the motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
W};h_ole House on the state of the Union, Mr, SHERMAN in the
chair,

The CHATRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of an ap-
proimtmn bill the title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. BR. 14017) makin
e ﬂml(yenr end.in)g Bkl 2gjflﬁ;]{aé:::};)ria.tion.sl for the support of the Army for

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the
first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks nnanimous
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, Is
there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HULL. Mr, Chairman, if members of the committee will
send for the report on this bill they will see that the committee
have been compelled to practically make a new estimate, and not
be guided by the estimates submitted to Congress by the War De-
partment. The estimates were made on the basis of an army of
63,000 men, the regular establishment. while the bill for the better
organization of the Army, as passed by Congress, provides for
an Army of a maximum strength of 100,000 men. e had hear-
ings, a copy of which each member of the Committee of the Whole
can get if. he desires it. The different heads of the bureaus of
the War Department submitted new estimates on the larger
Army in the hearings; and this bill practically gives for the sup-
R‘orh of the Army on the basis of the law passed by this Congress.

here are but few new provisions in this bill subject to a point of
order, and I would prefer calling attention to them as we come to
them, for fear I should overlook all the changes in making a gen-
eral statement, They are very minor matters, and only of such
character as commend themselves to the unanimous vote of the
Committee on Military Affairs, and I believe will meet the unani-
;1}0115 approval of this committee, with possibly one or two excep-

ions.

Now, Mr, Chairman, I do not desire to take up the time of the
committee at this time, and reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCLELLAN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him
a question?

Mr. HULL. Certainly.

__Mr. McCLELLAN, Can the gentleman give the House any
idea as to how much is carried in the various other appropriation
bills which would be directly chargeable to the support of the
{krépy;]—;n the sundry civil and in the legislative, executive, and
judicial?

Mr. HULL, My understanding is that very little is carried in
those bills for the support of the Army. The deficiency bill will
carry something to provide for the balance of the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1901.

r. MCCLELLAN, The general deficiency bill?

Mr, HULL. Idonotrecall whetherthatorthe nrgentdeficiency
bill passed for this fiscal year, And I will say that the general
deficiency bill will have a few items, as we have got in new esti-
mates since this bill was reported. We could not have any de-
ficiencies for the support of the Army prt}pﬁr for this year, for the
reason that there can be no deficiency for the year we are now
leiiialating for until we meet in next December,

r. MCCLELLAN. In other words, the items carried in the
sundry civil and the legislative bill would cgver all the items for
next year?

Mr, HULL. For the next year.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentle

Mr. HULL. I yield the floo:

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairm
the gentleman from Texas.

Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, althongh what I have to say is
not entirely pertinent to this bill and might better have beenspoken
while the pension bill was under consideration, I still conceive it
to be my ntg to call the attention of the House to an evil the
magnitude of which has at least been made apgarant to every
member of the Committee on Military Affairs, and which is grow-
ing rapidly.

'%he particular evil to which I am trying to direct the attention
of the House is a fine illustration of how the good nature of
members, or carelessness, or indifference to the public welfare
will lead them to offer bills here which they neither indorse in
their conscience nor approve with their judgment. The Commit-
tee on Military Affairs is fairly choked with bills of this charac-
ter Eroiposing to correct the record of soldiers of the civil war who
are written down on the books of the War Department as deserters,
Men who deserted before April, 1865, and who, in most cases,

After a pause.] The Chair
e question now is on the

from Towa now yield

yield twenty-five minutes to




1901.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2323

have been quite content to endure the stigma of thewritten record,
are now coming by the thousands to a generous or careless Con-
gress to have their sins washed away by special acts. One would
be inclined to have a better opinion of his fellow-men if he counld
believe that this was an awakening of conscience or even the stir-
ring of along dormant pride. We could not help feeling some
sympathy for a man whose spirit had chafed for nearly thirty-six
years under the shameful charge of being a deserter. We would
pity his unfortunate condition and might be inclined to recom-
mend legislative relief. Certainly we would listen with patience
to his cry for help.

But, Mr. Chairman, the history of these cases does not warrant
the belief that these bills are inspired by an honest desire to be-
queath an untarnished name to the children of the petitioners.

All sorts of pleas are set up by the rascals who had neither the
courage nor the patriotism to do their duty in war. Of course
they nearly all claim that they are innocent. Some of them ad-
mit technical desertion, but plead sickness or ignorance as an ex-
cuse for desertion. Yet it is a curious fact that men who deserted
because, as they say, they were too young or too stupid to know
that it was wrong to leave the Army without a discharge almost
unfailingly displayed enough cunning to elude the anthorities un-
til the bar of limitation operated for their protection.

Then, it is not an awakening of conscience nor the stirring of a
long dormant pride which has caused this flood of special-relief
bills to be offered here. But it is knowledge of the fact that the
crimes of youth and idiocy have erected a barrier between them
and the United States Treasury.

Almost without exception—so far as I know, without a single
exception—these character-cleaning bills are the first steps of a
procession of cowardly scoundrels by way of the Pension Bureaun
to the Treasury.

There has been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs
during this Congress about 2,300 privatebills, OF these 2,800 bills
about 2,000 are for the removal of the charge of desertion against
soldiers who served in the war between the States. Nearly all of
the remaining 800 private bills are to give rank to officers who
were not properly mustered. It appears that the governorsof the
States frequently commissioned officers to fill vacancies that did
not exist, as, for instance, when an officer resigned or was killed,
a commission would at once be issued to a new man, whether or
not the regiment had a sufficient number of men to entitle it,
under the statutes, to a full complement of officers.

These also are the flimsy basis for a persistent raid apon the
Treasury.

The Committee on Military Affairs have two subcommittees to
consider desertion bills.

Each of the subcommittees has before it about a thousand bills
iali:ltemled to remove the charge of desertion from would-be pen-

Oners.

In nearly every one of these cases a record has been received
from the War Department, and it has been carefully considered.
Out of all these 2,000 cases only 32 have been found worthy a re-
port; and even in these 32 cases it is a question if the sympathy of
the committee has not been so moved that a claimant has been
given the benefit of a doubt.

I mean no reflection upon the committee. The gentlemen who
compose it are conscientious, hard-working men. They try to do
right, but they are besieged Igmembers who have billsthere npon
which they want a report. They would be more than human if
some time they did not so far yield to the importunities of their
colleagues as to take a view of the evidence in these cases which
they would not take if left absolutely alone.

These measures are usually entitled, *“A bill to correct the rec-
ord of,” etc, -

Members do not stop to consider that what they call “* correct-
ing a record” is reviewing the proceedings of one of the statutory
courts of the country, for B’llf{‘l the courts-martial are, and that
they are asking the reversal of a judgment arrived at after a fair
anc}i1 imdpart-ial trial while the crime was new and the evidence all
at hand.

Congress might, perhaps, enact a law reversing the decision of
a Federal district court, and thereby enable a criminal to avoid a
righteonsly-imposed judgment; but by no stretch of the imagina-
tion could we call it *‘ correcting the record.”

It would be a more accurate description of the procedure if we
should call it ¢ &ﬂng with justice.”

Gentlemen urge that it is necessary now and then fo pass these
special bills to relieve certain worthy people whose cases do not
come within the purview of the general law.

Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this claim. The Co
has provided relief by a series of extravagantly liberal laws.

There is no soldier in this whole country who is charged with
desertion, whose claim for relief has the shadowest sort of founda-
tion, who can not have the stain upon his character cleaned up by
application to the Secretary of War.

I hope I may have the attention of gentlemen whileIcall atten-
tion to the laws.

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Can the gentleman say what the
reason is for the distinction in the law between soldiers of the
Regular Army and volunteers?

Mr. SLAYDEN. 1 can not.

Mr, BOUTELL of Illinois, I thinkthat is a matter that should
be corrected.

Mr. SLAYDEN. My colleague upon the committee Y
STEVENS of Minnesota] offers a solution of that question, and I
will yield to him to answer the question of the gentleman,

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, as I understand
why there is a difference in the law between soldiers who served
in the Regular Army and those who served in the volunteers it is
this: As I understand, those who served in the Regular Army
enlisted as a trade, as a matter of business; those who served in
the volunteer did it as a matter of patriotism.

Mr. SLAYDEN. And of sentiment.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. And that this liberality should
be extended to the volunteers, as it is expected that the re
will serve out their term, where the volunteers frequently do not
serve out their time,

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Is desertion any more excusable
in the one case than the other?

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; it may be; because the vol-
unteers have families and they have business relations.

Mr, SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will have to resume
my time.

The act of August 7, 1882, provided that the charge of desertion
against any soldier might be removed by the Secretary of War
when it was established to his satisfaction that such soldier had
served faithfully for the term of his enlistment or until the 22d
day of May, 1863, even though he was absent from his command
at the time the same was mustered ount.

He can also, under the same act, have his record corrected by
the Secretary of War when 1t can be shown that he did not in-
tend to desert, and that he voluntarily returned to his command
after the charge of desertion had been made.

Mr, GILBERT. Has that ever been done?

Mr. SLAYDEN, Often.

The act of July 5, 1884, gave the Secretary of War still greater
discretion in the matter of relieving soldiers from the charge of
desertion and made the law still more liberal.

The law of May 17, 1886, went still further and provided that
the soldier who deserted one command and joined another should
not be borne npon the rolls as a deserter, provided it could be
shown that he did not receive a bounty upon his second enlist-
ment.

An act approved Aungust 14, 1888, provided with extreme liber-
ality for the relief of the enlisted men of the Navy and Marine
Corps against whom there was standing the charge of deser-
tion.

But these acts, liberal as they were to men who had committed
one of the highest crimes known to military laws, did not measure
the generosity of Congress. By the law of March 2, 1889, the
avenue of escape from the disgraceful charge of desertion was
made still broader,

There remains but one step to be taken, if we are to go further
in this matter of relieving deserters from the consequences of
their crime, and that is to provide that desertion is not a crime
and shall not operate as a bar to pensions.

Mr, Chairman, the tax upon the people of this country for the
purpose of paying pensions is hard enough at best. To ask them
to support out of the public Treasury a horde of skulkers and
runaways is to exhaust the patience of even the good-natured
long-suffering taxpayer. -

1t has been well said that the pension list should be a roll of
honor. Can it be called one when it is made possible for every
camp follower and cowardly deserter to have his name enrolled
with that of the brave and unfortunate soldier who always did
his duty?

1 invite the attention of the House to one or twospecimen relief
bills: H, R. 5129 is “°A bill to remove the charge of desertion and
grant an honorable dischargeto John A. Emison, late of Company
D, Fifth Indiana Cavalry.”

The record furnished the committee by the Bureau so admirably
and efficiently presided over by General Ainsworth shows that
Emison enlisted Augnst 1, 1862, and was mustered in September
b, 1862, and that he deserted March 11, 1863, at Glasgow, Ky.

Six months of service was enough to kill the patriotism and dis-
sipate the martial ardor of the gallant hero, The record further
says that he was arrested September 23, about six months later,
at Lexington, Ky., by the provost-marshal of the Seventh Con-
gressional district.

The Government evidently needed troops about that time, for
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he was, it appears, permitted to enlist again. The record con-
tinues:

He again deserted June 1, 1864, at Cartersville, Ga. He never again re-
turned to his command or reported his whereabouts to the military authori-
513: ofs‘ tli'.\&eﬁ United States, although his company remained in service until

a

Now for another sample of the sort of people for whom you are
expected to pass special acts:

H. R. 11990 is a bill fo remove the charge of desertion and to
grant an honorable discharge to John Barron.

The war records show that he was—

Mustered into service as a private in Company D, Third Maryland In-
fantry, September 12, 1861; that he dezerted January 1, 1865, and that he was

arrested in Washington, D. C., July 28, 1863. He was admitted to the Stone
Hospital, in this city, the next dﬂf for the treatment of syphilis. He re-
turned to duty November 5, 1863, He was then confined in the Forest Hall

Prison under the double charge of hﬁqu a deserter and n blackmailer. He
was released from prison December 9, 1863, and the charge of desertion re-
moved by Special Orders, No. 54, from the Adjutant-General's Office, War
Department, Washington, D. C.

I continne to quote from the record:

He rejoined his regiment December 19, 1863, and reenlisted asa veteran Jan-
uary 5, 1664, and was wounded in the left foot—second and third toes—June
17, 1864, He was sent to the hospital and furloughed July 26, 1864

-Having first been in the hospital, then the prison, and then the
hospital again, one might be inclined to think that gallant John
Barron had been put into a good physical condition and was now
really ready to do his duty and a soldier's work.

But the record continues as follows:

He returned Angust 24 1864, and was glgniu furloughed October 11, 1864,
He returned from his furlough October 31, 1834, and is reported as on dut
January 10, 1885. He is reported on the muster roll of his company dat
February 28, 1885, as present and nnder arrest. He was tried by court-martial,
from records and findings of which the following is an extract:

* John Barron, private, Company D, Third ryland Battalion Veteran
Volunteer Infantry, was arraigned before a general conrt-martial which con-
vened at headquarters First Division, Ninth Army Corps, 17, 1865,
upon the following charges.and specifications:

**Charge first: Self-mutilation.

*8pecification: In this, that Private John Barron, D Company, Third Mary-
land Battalion Veteran Volunteer Infantry, did shoot himself in the foot in-
tentionally while in the rear skulking out of the fight in which the regiment
was engaged, on or about the 17th day of June, 1864

* Charge second: Cowardice.

** Specification: In this that said John Barron, private, D Comp:rn({. Third
hhn-iv3 nd Battalion Veteran Volunteer Infantry, did act in a cowardly man-
ner by skulking out of the fight in which the regiment was engaged June 17,
1864, and was not present in any fight during the campaign.

* = * £ * * ®

“*He was found guilty of the charges and specifications, and was thereupon
gentenced to be shot to death with musketry at such time and place as the
mmml.::ding general may direct, two- of the members concurring

“C. K. PIER,
“ Lieutenant-Colonel Thirty-eighth Wisconsin Volunteers,
» President of General Court-Martial,

“JoserH O. BELLAIR,

“ Caplain Company F. First Michigan Sharpshooters,
* Judge-Advocate.”

“The findings are approved. ButI respectfully recommend mitigation of
the sentence to the rorl%.ture of all pay and emoluments, di a, and con-
finement at hard labor until the close of the war.

“0. B. WILLCOX.

** Brevet Major-General, Commanding.”

*“The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case are approved.

“The sentence is mitignted as follows: To be dishonorably discharged
from the service of the United States at once, with forfeiture of all pay and
allowances now due or to become due him, and to be confined at hard labor
{%r the period of three years in such penitentiary as the Secretary of

ar direc

t.
“JNO. G. PAREE,
¥ Major-General, Commanding.
“HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF WASHINGTON,
*June 17, 1865."

The sentence of the general court-martial was approved in special orders,
of which the following is an extract copy:
SPECIAL ORDERS, WAR DEPARTMEXT,
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE,
No.348. Washington, July 3, 18635,
= * ® * * £ &

24. The sentence of the general court-martial, ** to be shot to death,” as
commuted, **to be dishonorably discharged the service of the United States
at once, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or to become due
him, and be confined at hard labor for the period of three years iu such

itentiary as the Secretary of War may direct,” in the case of Private John
ﬁmn. Company D, Third {{nryland Battalion Veteran Volunteers.as pro-
mulgated in General Orders, No. —, Headquarters, Department of Wash-
in, , of June 17, 1885, is approved, and the State prison at Concord, N. H.,
is designated as the place of confilnement, to which place the prisoner will be
sent under proper guard without delay. A
A The Quartermaster’s Department will furnish the necessary transporta-

on.

- * *

E.D. TOWNSEND,
Assistant Adjutant General,
If ever a man did need the aid of Congress to burnish up his
character that man is Private John Barron, of Company D, Third
Maryland Infantry. A deserter, he was arrested in Washington,
suffering with a loathsome disease, Imprisoned asa deserter and
blackmailer, he is released only to turn up again as a skulking
coward, who mutilated himself to keep out of battle. Sentenced
to be shot, he had the great good fortune to have his sentence

- * *
By order of the Secretary of War:

mitigated to a dishonorable discharge and three years' imprison-
ment,

Can Congress give relief to such a man? I think not. Indeed,
I think it wonld strain the plan of salvation to wash away the
sins of Private John Barron. Yet, if this bill should pass, he will
surely ask for a pension, and will no doubt plead that his loath-
some disease was contracted and his toes lost in the line of duty.
HMr. ;VM. ALDEN SMITH. Isthat a bill that has passed the

ouge

Mr. SLAYDEN., No.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Then why—

Mr. SLAYDEN. I decline to yield, not because I do not want
to answer any questions, but becaunse my time has about run out.

Mr., WM. ALDEN SMITH. You can get plenty of time.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me
for a question?

Mir. SLAYDEN, I will yield to my colleague on the com-
mittee.

Mr. MONDELL. I want to ask if the Committee on Military
Affairs has not refused absolutely to consider cases of this char-

cter?

Mr, SLAYDEN, Mr. Chairman, I explained, 1 thought, elabo-
rately and clearly that these were specimen cases of the bills sent
to the committee, and I also stated that only 32 had been found
worthy of relief and had been reported. I positively assert that
these cases were not among the 32, I also stated that I had not
seen one of the 32 cases that I thought ought to be approved by
the committee; and my colleagues will bear me out when I say
;c)l;ﬁt my course there has been consistently against these desertion

ills.

. Thesearespecimen cases, Mr. Chairman. The Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs has been asked to consider during this Congress more
than 2,000 such.

;Il‘he inspiration of all these bills is a desire to get on the pension
roll.

Since the close of the civil war the taxpayers of this country
have been called upon to pay $2,598,373,105 for pensions.

The annual pension bill recently passed by this House was, in
round ﬁgures,gliﬁ,ﬂoﬂ,ﬂoo. Shall we swell this stupendous sum
by adding to the list of those who receive the largess of the people
all the rogues, skulkers, and deserters who were occasionally in
the armies of the Government during the civil war?

To do so would be an affront to every honest soldier, would be
unjust to every worthy pensioner, and an outrage upon that for-
gotten man, the American taxpayer.

The provisions of the general law are ample to afford relief to
every soldier who has any claim to the consideration of Congress.
The man whose case is not covered by these extravagantly liberal
laws is simply a deserter, and should forever bear the brand of
his shame. [Applause.

Mr. ESCH. In thea ce of the chairman of the committee
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not desire five minutes, but I
do desire just time enough to dissent wholly and entirely from the
conclusions of the gentleman from Texas. The cases he has stated
here are extreme cases—cases I would nof vote for. They never
have seen the light of day; they are not on the Calendar; they are
cases not considered by the committee, and I commend the gentle-
man for his wisdom and prudence in not recommending the pas-
sage of such bills as he has read.

But, Mr. Chairman, I know of men who are technically desert-
ers, who after the service of a year or two in the Army found they
were deserters technically by overstaying on sick leave, and reen-
listed and served during the war; and in cases of that kind, where
there is a technical charge of desertion against them, it ought to
be removed. If the law is not sufficient to remove such charges,
it ought to be made so. I would not have men who did not serve
honorably in the war receive any benefit, but I would not have an
innocent and loyal soldier suffer. We can afford to be just.

Mr, SLAYDEN., Has the gentleman read the general law ap-
plicable to the sabject?

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes; andIdonotthinkit adequate
to cover cases such as I mention.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Can the gentleman suggest any extension that
ought to be made in the general law?

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ido nof think deserters should be
rewarded or relieved from disability, but if a man is technicall
a deserter and reenlisted in the service of his country and sery
loyally, as many soldiers did, the charge ought to be removed.

Mr. SLAYDEN, But the general law amply provides for that

now.

Mr., WM. ALDEN SMITH. Thelaw does not adequately make
such provision.

Mr. SLAYDEN. It does so, amply and adequately.

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. 1 do not think it does.

I rose, Mr. Chairman, for the sole purpose of emphasizing the
fact that extreme cases, such as those cited by the gentleman from
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Texas, are not a fair criterion, and that all applicants for the re-
moval of charges of desertion ought not to beincluded in the class
in which the gentleman is seeking to put them. I entirely dissent
from his view. I commend the gentleman’s zeal; I know how
fair and honorable he is in dealing with matters of this kind; but
I do not believeit is right tosingle out a few cases and then brand
the whole of this class as unworthy the consideration of the Amer-
ican Congress.

ﬁ{rere the hammer t‘e]l.]I

. SLAYDEN. May I have two or three minutes?

Mr. ESCH. I yield the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. SLAYDEN. My, Chairman, I was unfortunate in not
making myself clear when I stated, as I tried to state distinctly,
that these were sample bills taken out of the box containing
more than 2,000. I will say further, Mr. Chairman, that within
the thirty-six years that have elapsed since the close of the civil
war and under a series of statutes of the most absurdly liberal
gort, there is no reason why any man who unjustly bears the
stigma of desertion should not have had it removed years ago.

Mr. GILBERT. But, Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield?

Mr. SLAYDEN, Yes, sir. !

Mr. GILBERT. Suppose the Secretaryof War, upon inspection
of these ex parte affidavits filed, should decide wrongfully, and the
committee before whom the same application comes, inspecting
the same affidavits, should come to the conclusion that the Secre-
tary of War has misjudged the case, and that the man wasa
meritorious soldier, why should not Congress consider that class
of claims?

Mr. SLAYDEN., In the first place, meritorions soldiers do not
desert, and in the second place—

Mr. GILBERT. The gentleman’s entire argnment seems to be
predicated npon the proposition that the Secretary of War is in-
fallible and will decide every case properly. Mayhe not, as every
other man is liable to do, decide a case improperly?

Mr. SLAYDEN. Iwill ask the gentleman whether he does not
think it likely that a decision arrived at more than thirty years
ago, when the evidence was at hand and the crime was fresh, is
much more apt to be correct than a decision of a Congress that is
appealed to tEirty-six or thirty-seven years afterwards, upon an
ex parte statement of the proposed beneficiary of our legislation?

r. GILBERT. I1know instanceswheresoldiersaretechnically
deserters, and where the affidavits have been filed repeatedly year
in and year out before the War Department, and uniformly turned

down.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think it very likely that when the Depart-
ment has uniformly *turned down” such affidavits it has done
so for some good reason. My observation of the administration
of the War Department is that it is impartial, that it is conducted
with a view to sernpulously guarding the honor of the service—

Mr. GILBERT. Ungquestionably.

Mr. SLAYDEN. With the view of rewarding the meritorious
and inflicting just punishment upon those who deserve punish-

ment.

Mr. GILBERT. Certainly; but, like every other man, the Sec-
retary of War, acting as a judge, may make mistakes.

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have an instance in my mind
now. The gentleman from Texassays that the lapse of over thirty
years ought to be a bar to these applications. In the case which
I have in mind a young man entered the service. At that time
he was not married. After coming out of the service he married,
and has children, Now, for the sake of clearing his military rec-
ord, in order that his children may not have an unjust stigma
upon them, he comes to Congress for relief. Is there any more
appropriate forum than this to do justice to deserving soldiers?

Ir. SLAYDEN, I want to say that I have not declared in any
instance, and I do not declare now, that I am opposed to the re-
moval of these charges in meritorious cases. 1 only say that I
have failed to find such a case.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH.
[Mr. CLAYTON] has such a case.

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I can give the gentleman a de-
serving case, I would like to state the circnmstances.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield?

Mr, SLAYDEN. Oh, yes; if I have the time, -

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. There isnow pending before the
gentleman’s commitiee a bill proposing to remove the charge of
desertion against Michael I. Prior. He enlisted and served in the
Union Army. He was absent from his command for some time—
I have forgotten how long, He afterwards appeared and reen-
listed, I think, in another command, The proof was, as he in-
formed me—and I believe if to be the case—that he was sick and
could not get back to his command in time, Now, does not the
gantleman think that the law ought to be such that this man ecan

ave thechargeof desertionremoved? The gentleman has under-
taken to indict all these soldiers against whom this charge has
been entered. I think his sweeping indictment is wrong.

The gentleman from Alabama

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Sodol.

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. Bufif any soldier has been im-
properly charged with desertion, how can he get relief except by
legislation of this character?

Mr. SLAYDEN. The War Departmenthas the right, under the
law, to remedy cases of this kind when it is applied to.

Mr. ESCH, Only in those cases, however, which come within
the letter of the law.

Mr, CALDERHEAD. I have a case before the Committee on
Military Affairs which is a sample case, I imagine, of desertion,
The circumstances are abount these—I amn speaking now, of course,
of the military record of the man: He went into the service and
served throughont the war, or for about four years, until about
May or June—say until May or June, 1865.

M:;. SLAYD (interrupting). He served during that whole
time? !

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Yes; he served during that whole time,
He served from the commencement of the war until about June,
1865. The war was then over; the discipline of the service had
greatly relaxed, and this man came from the service and, with
some relatives or friends, got on a sort of a * jamhoree.” Subse-
quently he was arrested and put info the guardhouse. While in
the gnardhouse and under the charge for which he was arrested
he deserted. Now, the question is, was the man technically a
deserter or not? That isa question which the law does not define.
It is a question which Congress must act npon. The war was
over; the soldiers were being released as fast as possible; and I
would like to ask the gentleman in what category he would place
this man. I cite this only as an instance of the many cases which
must arise under the operation of our law, where such a vast
number of men were engaged in the service.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I make no question as to the snggestion of
the gentleman. I am ugea.king now of the general fzw, which
seems to be broad enough to covernearly all these cases. If there
is a specific case which can not be covered by the general law, that
presents another question.

Mr. CALDER )
of this kind.

Mr. CAPRON. He deserted while under arrest?

Mr, CALDERHEAD. Yes,

Mr, CAPRON. And now asks that the charge of desertion be
removed?

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Yes; and there is no other place where
he can apply.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The misfortune is, if the gentle-
man will permit me, that the Department has not power to grant
relief when there is a technical desertion. The House alone can
authorize the Department to grant relief in a number of these
cases. There ought to be a general law covering such cases and
anthorizing the De%q.rh:nent to grant relief.

Mr. CAPRON. But if the man did not desert?

Mr. SLAYDEN. The House in 1880 passed a law—or Congress
passed a law—that the War Department was authorized to remove
the charge of desertion from every man who was not more than
four continuous months in desertion.

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Andwho had been in continuous
service for the time fixed by the law.

Mr. CAPRON. And that is the case here, as I understand it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr.ESCH. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Michi-
gan three minutes, if he desires the time.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, Mr, Chairman, I do not like to
sit here without some protest against what I think to be an injus-
tice to a class of our old soldiers. I have no sympathy, so far as
I am concerned, with deserters. On the confrary, I believe that
any. man who deserts his command should receive the severest
punishment. Buf the report in this case, and the citations of the
gentleman from Texas who has addressed the Honse in reference
to it, show this man was suffering from syphilis; that he wounded
himself to keep out of battle; that he was tried after his desertion
by a court-martial, and was condemned to be shot for the erime
of desertion. Now, the gentleman, as I understand him, has
cited this as what he calls a “*sample case.” And the gentleman
reiterated it and repeated that statement over and over again,
He has suggested this as a ‘*fair sample” of the cases pending
before the tment and which are brought here for our action.

Mr, SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a correction?

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman stated time and
time again—

Mr. SLAYDEN. If the gentleman will allow me, I have only
suggested that there were many cases of this character,

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield
to the gentleman.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Ihave only said that these were specimens of
the cases which come before us. -

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I believe I have the floor, Mr,
Chairman.

The general law would not cover a case
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor.

Mr, GARDNER of Michigan. And I propose to proceed in my
own way. -

Now, { do not by any means agree to the suggestion that these
are “sample cases.”

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is this nota fair illustration of the cases of
men who are seeking relief? g

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not think so. But why
gshould the gentleman haggle about it?

Mr, SLAYDEN. Iam not haggling about it.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Youn say that a man who had

hilis, who was diseased, and was condemned to be shot is

a fair sample of the cases of desertions which come before this

body?

Lﬁ-. SLAYDEN. I have said nothing of the kind. The gentle-
man entirely misunderstands my position. :

I have specifically stated—and the gentleman does not seem to
comprehend the statement—that each one of the 2,300 or 2,500
cases which come before this body is different in detail from each
other one which has been presented.

Mr, CALDERHEAD. And that it is a fair sample.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Idonot say that everyone of these twenty-
three hundred men had shot away his toes or contracted a loath-
some disease. I donot say that the cases were identical.

Mr., CALDERHEAD. No; but you said this is a sample of
twenty-three hundred cases,

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, yes; of 2,000,

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Nobody said you asserted they
were identical: but you did declare that they were fair samples.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, I said samples; yes, I say, of those that
I have seen.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I say they are not fair samples,
judging from my knowledge of the men,

T. SLAYDEN. Well, the gentleman perhaps has a more in-
timate knowledge of deserters than I have; I do not know.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I know young men who were
urged out of the Army by friends at home. When I was in the
ranks I heard the letters read from sympathizers with the men
who were seeking to shoot them down, saying: * Come home; we
will protect you.” Such lefters were written to minors.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, ESCH. I yield to the gentleman five minutes.

" Mr. GARDNEE of Michigan. Those were the men who were
urged to desert from the Union Army by thesympathizers of those
who were against the Union, urging them to comehome, I heard
letters read from parents and friends, saying, ** Come home; we
will protect you.” Those letters weresent tosoldiers in the ranks,
They did not have the syphilis; they did not shoot their toes off;
they were pure young men, worthy men, induced by home influ-
ences to get outof the Army, and yet you say these are to be classed
with those that you speak of as being fairsamples. I say theyare
not, and you cast an aspersion not upon honorable men, but upon
men on whose record there is a stain, and I hesitate with you to
remove that stain, I have no more sympathy than you with the
men who deserted the flag and who failed to do their duty as
soldiers; but you make a sweeping and uncalled-for and in my
judgment an untruthful assertion when you say that the case
you cited is a fair sample or anything like 1t.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman’s insinuation
that I have made an untruthful—

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York is entitled
to the floor if he demands it.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman's insinuation—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SuLzeR] yield to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas' two
minutes.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Thegentleman’sinsinuationthat I have made
an untruthful statement here in regard to this matter is either
conceived in the densest ignorance or is a deliberate attempt, re-

ess of truth, to affront a fellow-member—I do not know which.

. Chairman, I have not read every one of the twenty-two or
twenty-three huandred bills in the committee room intended to re-
move the charge of desertion from these people, but I do know
that more than thirty-five years have elapsed since the close of the
war. I doknow that thereare a seriesof statutes of a very liberal
sort providing a means by which these charges of desertion may
be removed. I do know, Mr. Chairman, from repeated conversa-
tions with men who commanded those deserters, men who are now
serving the country eminently, men with a distinguished charac-
ter, that they do not ask and that the service does not ask and that

no one else should ask that any such bills as these shonld pass. I
do know that this class of legislation not only does not receive the
sympathy of the men who command the armies of the United
States or the men who administer the affairs of the War Depart-
ment, but that when they venture to express their opinionsin a

rivate way they of it with contempt as a species of legis-
ﬂ.tion unwmmb%k the factsand, in a c?egree, areflection upon
the worthy soldier who did his duty to the ringing down of the
curtain. Thegentleman’s insinuation that I haveinterest enough
in this matter to tell an untruth about it is cowardly and false.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, Mr. Chairman—

Mr. SLAYDEN. Deserters do not come from my section of
the (éguntgry and nobody from there is on the pension roll or try-
ing to get on.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas does not desire
to occupy the rest of his time?

Mr. SLAYDEN. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields it back to the gentle-
man from New York. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
EscH] is now entitled to the floor.

Mz, ESCH. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Mich-

igan.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I domnot want to be misunder-
stood in this matter. The gentleman gave a specific case as a
%am]:;lﬂe. He does not face the music. He fires all around the

ush—

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman can not play any tune that I
am not willing to face.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. He fires all around the bush,
but seeks to avoid confessing that he stated a sample case. I say
now, as I said before, if that is a sample case, in my judgment—
mark you, in my judgment—it is untrue. If that is cowardly, I
am willing to accept being called a coward. 1 have faced your
people on many battlefields and have yet to be charged with being
a coward. [Loud applause.] They did not put that against me
when I was a lad, and I came from a section of country where
they do not need or deserve that charge, but they stood by the tla
and saved the country under which you live to-day. [Renew
apfnlause.] If that is cowardly, make the best of it.

am not here to defend deserters. As I said before, I have no
use for them on either side. But if the records were true, there
were as many proportionately on the one side as on the other,
They were not a credit to either army. Isay when you or any
man charges that a man who had syphilis, who shot himself to
keep out of battle, is a fair sample or a sample of the men who
deserted, I say 1 do not believe it is true.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

The committee informally rose; and Mr, PACKER of Pennsyl-
vania having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message
in writing from the President of the United States was communi-
cated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his
secretaries, who also informed the House that the President had
apgroved and signed bills of the following titles:

n February 8, 1901:
Stjﬁl[. R. 9185, An act granting an increase of pension to Horace L,
iles;

H. R. 11548. An act to authorize the Kingston Bridge Company
to construct a bridge across the Clinch River at Kingston, Tenn.;

H. R. 10021, An act granting to Keokuk and Hamilton Water
Power Company right to construct and maintain wing dam,
canal, and power station in the Mississippi River in Hancock
Counnty, I1l.; and

H. R. 13369. An act for the establishment of a beacon light on
Hambrook Bar, Choptank River, Maryland, and for other pur-
poses,

On February 11, 1901:

H. R. 13371. An act to authorize advances from the Treasury of
the United States for the support of the government of the Dis-
trict of Columbia; and

H. R. 12513. An act to extend the privileges of the seventh sec-
tion of the immediate-transportation act to Saginaw, Mich,

On February 12, 1901:

H. R. 11970. An act to authorize the Chattahoochee and Gulf
Railroad Company, of Alabama, to construct a bridge across the
Choctawhatchee River, a navigable stream in Geneva County.

Ala.;
H. R.13491. An actaunthorizin ‘%_the Mount Carmel Development
Company to draw water from Wabash River at Grand Rapids,
Wabash County, 111;

H. R. 971. An act to anthorize the purchase of a steam launch
for nuse in the customs collection district of Galveston, Tex.; and

H. R. 13606, An act authorizing the establishment of a first-
order light at or near Hillsboro Point, Florida.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL,
The committee resumed its session.
Mr, ESCH. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois

[Mr. BouTELL].
Mr, BOUT of Illinois, Mr, Chairman, the remarks of the
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gentleman from Texas carried—unintentionally, I am sure—to
every member, I think, who heard him some sh%ht reflection upon
the good judgment of members of this House who have introduced
these bills for the correction of military records. Now, I think
we ought to take into consideration that as a lawyer will some-
times file a ipe, but when he knows all the facts will decline
to file a declaration, so these bills for the correction of military
records are filed by members of the House on the mere statement
of the beneficiary, without full knowledge of the facts of the case.
1am sure that the gentlemen who introduced the two bills referred
to by the gentleman from Texas would be the first to insist that
those bills and all bills showing a similar state of facts shounld be
unfavorably reported.

So I think, Mr. Chairman, that the mere fact that there are a
large number of unmeritorious bills before the Committee on Mil-
itary Affairs does not in any way reflect upon the ;iood judgment
of the members of the House who introduced the bills without a
full knowledge of the circumstances connected with the different
cases.

This discussion has, however, raised, Mr. Chairman, one point
which I think is of great importance, and I will illustrate it by
one bill which I introduced to correct the military record of a
friend and neighbor of mine. The law approved March 2, 1889,
confers some discretion upon the War Department in removing
these charges of desertion, and contains in the first section author-
ity for the Secretary of War to remove the chargeof desertion in the
case of volunteers who were absent either by sickness or had ab-
sented themselves from their command at the date of mustering
out, or at the expiration of the term of their enlistment.

Now, it will be noticed, Mr. Chairman, that that section is lim-
jted to soldiers’in the volunteer service, and does not extend
that discretion to soldiers who enlisted in the regular establish-
ment. My attention was recently called to this case. A gentle-
man in my district, whom I have known for over twenty years,
an honorable member of the community, a man with a family of
grown-up children, aman who has held elective and appointive
offices of responsibility in his own community, presented these
facts to me: He enlisted in the Regular Army in October, 1864,
when barely 14 years of age. In order to enlist, he had to elude
his parents, and so he enlisted under an assumed name. His
parents discovered his whereabouts. His father brought ﬁr:—
ceedings in habeas corpus before the United States court. e
judge ordered the lientenant under whom this boy was serving
to bring the boy into court.

The boy, the record shows, was reprimanded by the judge for
enlisting under an assumed name. He was then discharged, and
the judge told him that he might go with his parents or go with
the lientenant. The boy still chose to enter the service. He went
with the lientenant, and from October, 1864, he served until the
21st of June, 1863, two months after the cessation of hostilities,
At that time the boy, ill with chronic diarrhea and dysentery,
was taken home. His father told him that the war being af an
end it was unnecessary for him to return, and that he would see
that his record was correctly made, That boy was marked as a
deserter. Under the law—

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ESCH. I yield the gentleman three minutes more.

Mr. BOUTELL of Nlinois., Under the law which I have quoted,
if that boy had been in the volunteer service the Secretary of War
could have corrected his record and given him an honorable dis-
charge; but because this boy, who wished to serve his country;
and took an assumed name for the purpose of escaping from his
parents, and served for nearly one year in the Regular Army,
until two months after the cessation of hostilities, was in the reg-
ular establishment and not in the volunteer service the Secretary
of War can not give him an honorable discharge. I have herea
copy of that law, with one amendment in red ink written by one
of the highest officials in the War Department, suggesting a
change which, in his judgment, should be made in the law to
cover such cases. The amendment has not been made, and I pre-
sented a bill to this House for consideration tocorrect this soldier’s
record; and notwithstanding the gentleman from Texas is deter-
mined to vote consistently, as he says, against all these bills, I
submit confidently to this House and fto the country that the
record of that boy should be corrected the same as that of a vol-
unteer soldier, and that Congress should grant him an honorable
discharge to hand down to his descendants. This boy was hardly
15 years of age, and the charge of desertion stands against him
to-day—an honorable and respected citizen—because he went into
the regular establishment and not into the volunteer service.

I snbmit, Mr. Chairman, that this case shows that there may
be bills pending among these 2,300 bills, to which the gentleman
from Texas refers, which should not only receive the favorable,
consideration of that committee and the House, but should, Mr.

Chairman, receive the speedy approval of Congress in order that
justice may be done to honorable men who are bearing the tech- i o

nical, but no less undeserved, stigma of desertion, before death
removes them from the arena where we can do them even tard;
justice. [Applause.] :

Mr. ESCH. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON].

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman,I accept the modi-
fied statement of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]., T
thonght in the first instance he had preferred a wholesale indict-
ment against all the claimants for this sorf of legislation, but his
subsequent remarks seem to disclaim that idea. ThecaseIhadin
my mind when Iinterrupted the gentleman from Texas is now be-
fore me and I have the papers in the case, and I want toread as a
part of my remarks a statement of it. It is the case of Michael L
Prior, late of Company C, New York Volunteer Heavy Artill:;f,
who resides now in the Third district of Alabama, where we would
like to have more people from the North and the West to go to
live, to help us build up that great section of the country.

Case of Michael I. Prior, late of Com[}:any C, New York Volunteer Heavy
Artillery.

1t is shown by the records that Michael Nolan was enrolled and mustered
into service October 21, 1861, as a private in Company C, S8econd New York
Heavy Artillery, to serve three years. He appears to have been present with
his company until Augnst 8,1 when hedeserted, never thereafter return-
ing to his command or reporting his whereabouts or the cause of hisabsence
to the military authorities, althongh his compang remained in service until
September 29, 1865. While absent in desertion, he enlisted, June 23, 1883, in
violation of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) article of war, under the name
Michael I. Prior, and was mustered into service July 9, 1863, as a private in
Company M, Fourteenth New York Cavalry Volunteers, to serve thme[{eam.
‘He was appointed a corporal, and was gresent with his company until June
12, 1865, when he was mustered out and onornblydischnrgedp?he service asa
SUPernumerary.

Applying for removal of the charge of desertion, Michael Nolan, the ap-
Plicant. declared, in an affidavit, without date, received at this office April

4, 1890, as follows:

“That he is the identical Michael Nolan who was a private in Company C,
in the Second Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery; that he served faith-
fully until on or about the 23d day of August, 1862, when, without any inten-
tion of deserting, he left the regiment under the following circumstances:
His wife had just arrived in New York City from Ireland and was alone in a
strange city. He went to %mﬂde her a home in that city until his time had
expired, but was taken with heart disease, whichhe contracted in the service
and line of duty,and was sick so long before he could do any duty that he was
afraid to return to his command for fear of being shot. Hesubsequently en-
listed, about June 23, 1863, in Company M, Fourteenth New York Cavalry, and
was honorably discharged therefrom October 25, 1565.™

He reenlisted under the name of Michael J. Prior.

Under the name Michael J. Prior the applicant further testified, July 23,
1898, as follows:

This is evidently written by himself, and you will see that he is
illiterate.

That he served until on or about the 8th day of August, 1 when, with-
ont any intention of deserting, he left the regiment under the following cir-
cumstances: * My wife landed in New York Cit{ in July, '62, and shm-tlﬁ
after landing tuck araciplas in her head and i left my comand not wit
the intention of desertion but to see her and returen within five days while
in N York i tuck heart disease and at tims felt so that i conld not returen to
my comand at the time when i did get able to returen i met lutenant Smith
afterwards ca'}m?u of M compaay lith N Y V C he was recuting for the said
company I told him my case he told meto join his company it maid no matter
what branch of the service i served in i was then under my mother name
Nolan and was raised up to that time by the name of Michl Nolan. He asked
me what was my fatherss name i told him Prior he told me to join his in that
name which i did on 23 day June 1863 and was djschargeby rason of consola-
dation the 14th with 18th N Y V C on the 25th of October 1865, The deceses
icontracted whilst in coc 2d N Y H A to the best of my recollection in June,
1862 was cansd by Sun Btroke whilst in the ranks held in revewe before
President Lincoln.”

Now, here is what General Ainsworth says:

The application for removal of the charge of desertion in this case has been
denied and now stands denied—

Not on the ground that his story is not true—

on the ground that the soldier’'s absence from the service between the date
of his desertion from the Second New York Heavy Artillery and the date of
his enlistment in the Fourteenth New York Cavalry exceeded four months,
and use the case does not come within any of the other provisions of the
act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, which is the only law now in force
governing the subject of removal of charges of desertion.

Respectfully submitted.
et d F. C. AINSWORTH,

Chief Record and Pension Office,
RECORD AND PENSTON OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, May 22, 1900.
The SECRETARY OF WAR.

So, Mr. Chairman, it appears that the general law, if I may so
express it, or the act of March, 188%, does not cover every merito-
rious case. If the alleged desertion covers more than four months,
the War Department can not remove the charge of desertion in
any case. In the case cited it seems not to be doubted that the
soldier tells the truth and is worthy of relief asked. I know
nothing of the facts. I want the committee to consider the case,
and if the facts sustain the claim of Mr. Pryor, then to give him
the relief songht. The War Department has denied relief, be-
cause, to quote from General Ainsworth—

It is denied on the ground that the soldier’s absence from the service be-
tween the date of desertion from the Second New York Artillery and the
gat ot 3 enlistment in the Fourteenth New York Cavalry ex:eeded four
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I want to say that this committee, which has not considered
this bill, wonld, as the Pension Committee always does, consider
the evidence in fthe case; and if they found from full investiga-
tion of the case that his story was true, then this bill onught to be
passed fo relieve him.

Mr. McCLELLAN Mr, Chairman, a few minutes ago I asked
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs if he could tell
the House how much is carried for the support of the Army on
appropriation bills other than that now beforens. He was unable
to answer my question, Idid notexpect that he conld answer it,
for it is almost beyond the power of anybody to makean absolutely
correct estimate of the total amount appropriated in any one ses-
sion for the support of our military establishment.

Under the present system appropriations for the support of the
military establishment are carried on five regular appropriation
bills, as well as on the various deficiency bills that come before
us. ltems of appropriation directly chargeable to the Army are
hidden away in paragraphs that suggest no possible connection
with military matters. Two different committees, that of which
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] is chairman and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, appropriate for the service, The Com-
mittee on Military Affairs has jurisdiction only over the Military
Academy appropriations and the so-called Army appropriation
bill, that contains such items as the Committee on Appropriations
has permitted it to insert. Should, however, the Army bill fail to
appropriate enough for current expenses, and should a deficiency
appropriation benecessary, then the Committee on Military Affairs
loses entire control of the matter and the Committee on Appropri-
ations usurps the shadow of power originally possessed by the
Committes on Military Affairs,

The various bills carryi g 1gm:a‘opria.tioms for the military estab-
lishment are prepared E ifferent subcommittees of these two
great committees of the House, consisting of different members,
There is no unity of action; therecan be none, There is no econ-
onmy of expenditure, butf, on the contrary, unnecessary extrava-
gnce due to looseness of methods. Under the present rule of dis-

buting appropriations the House is unable to judge how much
our military establishment costs nus,and the people of this conntry,
for the most part unfamiliar with the details of onr procedure,
must necessarily be absolutely in the dark as to how much they
are paying. There is, moreover,a custom, which is natural but
none the less regrehansible, of a.iways appropriating a little less
than will probably be needed, trusting to luck or deficiency hills
to make good the shortage. A member in charge of an appropria-
tion bill may therefore be able to make an excellent showing for
economy on the floor of this House and yet before the fizcal year
is over an apparent economy may prove to be wasteful extrava-

ce, Thesamemethodsof distributing appropriations intended
?:x]'lthe same general purpose exists fo a lesser degree in reference
to all the great Departments of the Government. Thus a very
substantial sum, running up into the millions, destined for the
support of the Navy, is always carried on the deficiency bills.

ince I have been a member of this House, my friend the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. HuLr] has made repeated and earnest efforts
to have the rules changed so as to give his committee jurisdiction
over all appropriations for the support of the military establish-
ment, but thus far his efforts have met with absolutely no success.
Tha nt system is extravagant and wasteful; it is unfair to
the Committee on Military Affairs, which is held responsible by
the country; it is unfair to the members of this House; it is un-
fair to the people of the United States.

During the early days of the present session I listened with the
greatest interest to a most able speech delivered on this floor by
my friend the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarLL],
During the course of his remarks he made what was fo me the
astounding prediction that before this year was out the total war
budget would amount to §300,000,000. I hayve made a very care-
ful examination of all the appropriation bills that have been re-
ported to this House during the present session, and also of all the
communications received from the Secretary of the Treasury, and
Ifind that the %rediction of the gentleman from Massachusetts
has been fulfilled. Althongh we are supposed to be at peace, the
war budget will even exceed three hundred millions.

I do not claim that my figures are absolutely accurate, for there
may be items that I have overlooked; but I am sure that if there
is any inaccuracy if is rather that my figures are too low than too
high. I have taken the appropriations as contained in the bills
reported to the House. It is a well-known fact that the other
branch of Congress never reduces an appropriation. Itisa con-
servative estimate that the appropriations are inc , 00 an

average, about 8 per cent in the Senate, and finally leave confer-
ence and are enacted with a net increase of about 5 per cent over
the original figures 1t :
my figures do not include the additional compensation
Unil;egl-i‘:l States officers occn"{:lying uasi civil positions in
in the Philippines, nor do they inc

of the House. It must be remambered_ah?t

0
ba or
ude the cost of the local police

in Cuba. Both of these expenditures are paid out of the insular
revenues. There is no possible way of discovering their amount,
but it is safe to assume that it is very large. Nor do my figures
include the appropriations for the enlargement of the insane asy-
lum at Anacostia, chiefly necessitated by the great increase in the
number of insane soldiers returned from the Philippines.

In all other civilized countries the war budget includes expendi-
tures resuliing from past wars. Thus the war budget of Ger-
many carries the pension list and other appropriations arising
from the Austrian and French wars, while the French budget
carries all appropriations arising out of the German war. \%e
fail to take into consideration any of the expenditures arising
from the Mexican, civil, or Spanish wars in estimating the cost of
our military establishment. Inthefigures I have prepared I have
entirely ignored the interest on the bonded debt created by past
wars, and I have, moreover, omitted all items that could possibly
be questioned, such as appropriations for the purchase and care
of parks commemorating battles. So as to reach a conclusion on
the cost of the entire war budget, I have included the appropria-
tions for the Navy. Under the appropriations for the Navy I have
omitted the Hydrographic Office, the Naval Observatory, and the
Naval Almanac Office. It may besaid that it is unfair toinclude
deficiencies for the past year, but as there always are deficiency
appropriations, and as it is conceded there will be deficiency ap-
propriations at the beginning of the next session, and as the defi-
ciencies thus far recommended are some $20,000,000 less than those
of the past year, I have taken them into account, for otherwise it
would be impossible to reach a conclusion as to the probable total
amount carried on House bills during this session for the main-
tenance of the military establishment,

It must be further remembered, and this is a most important
consideration, which is seldom thought of by Americans, that the
continental war budgets include without an exception the cost of
maintaining in time of peace the cadres of the war army, and this
is a very large expense, for not only must the material for armies
ranging from three to four million men be kept constantly on
hand and in perfect order, but there is a further necessity of keep-
ing upon the pay rollsalarge number of officials who deal entirely
with the reserves and whodo not appear upon the strength of the

army. Furthermore, there isscarcelya continental country
that does not maintain strategic railways out of the war budget;
besides, at the great maneunvers it is the invariable custom to mo-
bilize in whole or in part the first line of reserves.

In tabulating the costof foreign naviesit has been impossible to
show more than the total cost and the cost per capita of popula-
tion, for the relative efficiency of naval establishments does not
depend so much upon the number of men as npon the relative ex-
cellence of the vessels constituting the Navy.

For purposes of comparison, | have taken the armies and navies
of Austria-Hungary, France, the German Empire, Italy, and
Russia. I have nof included Great Britain, for its conditions have
been abnormal for nearly fwo years. I have based my estimates
on the enlisted strength of thearmies referred to, excluding com-
missioned officers. The figuresarethemost recentobtainable with-
out direct communication with foreign authorities and are for the
most part for the last fiscal year of the several countries, although
in some cases they are for 1808-20. The German naval budget
does not include the extraordinary expenditures for the new navy
authorized by the recent enactment of the Reichstag. Thisdoes
not begin to be effective until the next fiscal year. In estimating
the equivalent in dollars of the Italian budget I have allowed 6
per cent for the depreciation of the present paper currency—a
very moderate estimate. The Russian budget will &%»ear abnor-
mally low, for 1 have recently seenit stated at $159,000,000. This
is because the ruble has been assumed to be tke gold ruble, worth
52 cents, but the budget is expressed in paper rubles, and is now,
under a recent orderof M. Witte, uniformly reckoned at two-
thirds of the gold ruble. I have therefore called it 34.6 cents.

The bill before us (Army appropriation bill) carries $117,994,-
649.10; the Military Academy bill carried $700,151.88, and the
fortifications bill carried §7,227,461. The legislative, executive.
and judicial bill carried §1,227,206, all chargeable to the support
of the Army, including the support of the office of the Secretary
of War, the office of the Aunditor for the War Department, the
offices of the heads of the so-called *‘staff” departments, mainte-
nance of the Department building, rent, stationery, postage, and
contingent expenses. The sundrmvil bill as reported to the
Honse carries §1,721,110 directly chargeable to the support of the
Army, including expenditures for arsenals, armories, and milita

ts, bringing home *‘the remains of those who died abroad.”
ut, besides all this, the Secretary of the Treasury has sent to the
House three letters recommending appropriations to meet deficien-
cies for the present fiscal year amounting to $23,197,462.86. Ac-

‘cordingly, we find that the House has during the present session

appropriated, or is about to appropriate, for the support of what
may be called the active Army, $152,068,100.84.
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The appropriations growing out of past wars amount to a total
of §154,694,202, I have charged to this account every item that
could by any possible construction be assmmed to refer to past
wars, and not to the maintenance of the present Army. The pen-
sion appropriation bill carried $145,245,230, The cost of admin-

istering the Pension Bureau will amount to $3,352,790. The |

Record and Pension Office costs $585,170. I have furtherincludad
appropriations for National and State Homes, back pay, etc.,
cemeteries, and $712,580 for extra clerks due to the Spanish war.
Adding the spxmpriations due to past wars to the appropriation
for the active Army, we find a total of $305,762,392.84, which rep-
resents the total of our Army budget. Taking the total cost of
onr active Army, and assuming the enlisted strength of the Army
to be 100,000, we find the cost per annum of each enlisted man
to be §1.520. Taking thetotal Army budget, including appropria-
tions arising from past wars, we find the cost per annum of each
enlisted man $3,067,

Without including appropriations arising from past wars, we
find the cost of the Army per capita of population to bs §1.99.
Including appropriations arising from past wars, we find the cost
of the Army per capita of population to be $402. The army
budget of Austria-Hungary is $67,564,446, the cost of maintaining
1 enlisted man for one year being $183.86, and the cost of the
army per capita of population §1.50. The army budgetof France
is §128,959,064, the cost of maintaining 1 enlisted man is §218.74,
and the cost per capita of population is $3.34, The army budget
of the German Empire is §156,127,743, the cost per annum of 1
enlisted man is $277.83, the cost per capita of population is $2.98,
The army budget of Italy is $43,920,132, the cost of maintaining 1
enlisted man per annum is $202,65, the cost per capita of popula-
tion is §1.89. The army budget of Russia is $99,927,997, the cost
of maintaining 1 enlisted man is $119.65, the cost per capita of
population is 77 cents.

he appropriations for the sn%port of the naval establishment
are by no means so widely distributed as are those for the Army.
The naval bill carries$77,016,635.60, Inthe legislative, executive,
and judicial bill there are carried appropriations directly charge-
able to the support of the Navy, including pay of theclerical force
in the Auditor’s office, the office of the Secretary, the office of the
heads of the bureaus, maintenance of building, and contingent ex-
penses, amounting to $399,150. In the sundry civil bill there are
carried, for printing and binding, appropriations amounting to
$127,000. Up to the present time the Secretary of the Treasury
has submitted to the House a statement of deficiencies for thesu
ort of the naval establishment amounting to $2,491,549.64, mak-
ing a total of §80,034,335.24 that the House has appropriated or is
about to appropriate during the glrasent session for the snpport of
the naval establishment, In addition to this the legislative, ex-
ecutive, and judicial bill carries an appropriation of §21,800 for the
gayment of extra clerks whose employment is necessitated by the
panish war, making a total naval budget of $30,036,135.24.

The naval budget of Austria-Hungary is §7,028,167, a cost per
capita of population of 15 cents. The naval budget of France is
§61.238,478, a cost per capita of population of $1.58. The naval
budget of the German Empire is $32,419,602, a cost per capita of
population of 62 cents. The naval budget of Ifaly is $18,455,111,
a cost per capita of population of 58 cents, The naval budget of
Russia is $48,132,220, a cost per capita of population of 37 cents.

The combined appropriations for the Army and Navy represent
the total war budget, or,as some European countries prefer to
call it, the **defense budget.” The total war budget of the United
States, excluding appropriations due to past wars, amounts to
§233,102,435, or a cost per capita of population of $3.03. Our total
war budget, including appropriations due fo past wars, amounts
to $386,818,527, a cost per capita of population of $5.06. The total
war budget of Aunstria-Hungaryis $74,592,613, a cost per capita of
populationof $1.66. Thetotal war budget of Franceis§190,107,542,
a cost per capita of population of $4.92. The total war bndget of
the German Empire is $188,547,345, a cost per capita of population
of $3.60. The total war budget of Italy is $62,375,243, a cost per
capita of population of $1.97. The total war budget of Russia is
§148,060,017, a cost per capita of population of $1.14. The combined
total war budgetsof France and of the German Empire amount
to 8378,744 887, or $8,073,640 less than that of the United States.

The criticism has been made that there can be no comparison
between the cost of maintaining our Army and the cost of main-
taining those of Europe, for the reason that the European private
receives *‘ no pay” and ours receives 3156 a year. As a mafter of
fact, while service is compulsory on the Continent, the continental
private is paid a small gum, amounting on the average to about
$56 a year. In other words, our private receives about $100 more
than his comrade of Europe. This criticism does not affect com-

isons, as will be seen on the consideration of a few figures.

he war budget of the German Empire is the largest in Enrope.
‘Were the Prussian private to receive the same pay as our private
the Prussian army budget would be swelled to$212,354,343. Were

the Russian private to receive the same pay as our private the
Russian budget would be swelled to abount §180,000,000 per annum,
The difference in pay does not account for the proportionate dif-
ference in the size of the budgets, for were our Army to be in-
creased to the size of that of the German Empire our budget
wonld be increased by $702,644,320, making a total of $854,712,420,
without including expenses due to past wars, or, including such
expenses, making an Army budget of 51,000,406,712, Were onr
Army to be increased to the size of Russia’s, our budget would be
increased by $1,132,120,220. making a total Army budget, without
including appropriations due to past wars, of $1,284,188,320, or, in-
cluding appropriations due to past wars, making a total budget of
$1,4:38,882,612, 3
1 submit these figures to the consideration of the House withou!

any comment whatsoever. Comment is nnnecessary. -

TasLe A.—Analysis of the war budget of the United States as agreed to, or
g_bout to be agreed to, by the House of Representatives, first session Fifty-sizth
ongress.

1. ARMY.
Appropriations for the active Army.
Armyhill... 3 .-- §117,994,640,10
Military Academy bill 5 700, 151. B8
Rortian o WAL o i e T ARY 00
Legislative, executive, and judieial bill:
Office of the Secretary of War.........._...... $104,150
Office of the Auditor for theWar Department.. 318,
Offices of heads of so-called *‘staff" depart-
Mainten unce of three-eighths of Department o
aintenance of t
g o e o e e e e 45,990
Rent ... 13,500
Stationery 82,500
o S s
MEinEent OXPENIOS ceueeiencrecrasossanncoses y
1,227, 266.00
Bundry civil bill:
Arsenals and Aarmories ...cceecceeeccmiaicnnaeaa 281,550
Military posts..._.._.__ 1,008, 960
Bringing home dead. 150,000
Maps, etC. . croveeaceen 5,100
%ri&timg “ﬁ%e?i?dﬂiﬁs Department building.. 2;1‘ gﬁ
epairs, t g ent building .. 1
1,721,110.00
Deficiencies submitted:
December AL, 1000 i an
January 21, 1901 ... -
R ERTT T ] R SR S e L
23,107, 462. 80
Total, 8etive APMY - ae oo tccsaccrcccrn e mmcane e nneres 100, 063, 100.84
Appropriations growing owl of past wars.
Salaries, Pension Bureau, etc .......... wpuTEL —ee3,853,790.00
Record and Pension Office....._._..__.. SR = 585, 170.00
National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. . 8.074,142.00
State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. .. coeececececeene 950, 000. 00
Back pay and bounty (civil war) . ______ . L el 825, 000,00
Arrears of pay (Spanish war)..... 200, 000,00
National cemeteries ...ooeeeen .. 191, 880,00
Artificial limbs snd appliances . =17,000,00
Headstones and burials....... 28, 000.00
NPT B gt T o A R EY 2 500,00
Becretary of War, extra clerks(Spanish war) _.._....._........ 600, 000, 00
Anditor for War Department, extra clerks (Spanish war)_.... 112, 580. 00
b 1l e e e R i s A 154, G4, 292,00
Appropriations for the active Army... ¢ 3
Total Army budget.-..cae i eieseinn s e 300,762, 302,84
2. NAVY.
CER 1 11 (el e el Bl ol ol A C I X FRITS §17,018, 635.60
Legislative, executive, and judicial bill:
Offico of the Secretary of the Navy..ooccoeeeee 7, 900,00
Office of the Anditorfor the Rat‘}fﬁcmrtmant. {8, 080, 00
Offices of heads of bureaus, ete................. 224,430.00
Maintenance of three-eighths of Department
DA o e e m et e m s ae e ameere et el | A5, 00000
Contingent eXpenses. ..o ccaciicc amanan 12,750.00
L, 300,150.00
Sundry civil bill:
Priptingand binling .o 127,000.00
Deficiencies submitted:
Decembor 11, 1000 .. e reacnivs s ommee mmnam—a 74, 481.09
December 17, 1900 . r , 000, 00
January 21, 1901 ... . 55
January 25, W01 ... L 00
2,491,549.64
i Total,active NaVY .- o-co i coiioaiioniiicninae sliinineman 50,081,895, 24
Auditor for Navy Department, extra clerks (Spanish war) ... 21,800.00
Total Ravy budget . .....cccaoeicaeiiicioiiiiiniaiiiinaaa.  B0,060,185.24
3. RECAPITULATION.
ACHVe ATy . ol o 152, 068, 100, 84
FU0-L 0 5 e e N e T S 80, (34,335, 24
T 232, 102, 436. 08
Army (Dast Wars) - . .o iiieiieieaaiaeiia 154, 604, 202,00
Noavy (past Wiars). «ceceee e cceccncemsenmeass 21, 80,00
— 154,716, 062.00
iV e TR e L Rt I 386, 818, 528,08
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TABLE B.—Analysis of war budgets of various armies.

Cost of
Latest obtain | Total entist- (oSOt ata- o (st ot o e
o - one | army per obtain- | navy per navy com-
Pl?;tulntionby able army ed str:?ggg. enlis: capin:I able naval caplyta of 'I‘gntal w:r bl.l‘gd per
budget. pea.ci:n man for budget. pgpuln- dge capita of
g one year. on, on. pop!
.
44,001,086 , 504, 446 868, 002 $183. 86 §1.50 &7,023,167 £0.15 §74,502,613 £.06
France 38, 517,975 28, 950, (o4 589, 541 218.74 3.84 61, 238, 478 1.568 100,197, 542 4.0
52, 246, 589 156, 127, 7. 562, 266 277.86 1.98 , 410, 6( .62 188, 547, 345 3.60
b L A 31,479,217 43,920,152 216,720 202. 65 159 18,453, 111 .58 62,875,243 197
Rl e 129,211,113 99, 927, 797 y 835,143 119.65 A 8 , 182, « 07 148, 000,017 1.14
United Btates, not including cost
of WATE oo oo omeemmmanmsaanas 78, 295, 220 152,068,100 100, 000 1,520.00 1.99 80, 034, 335 104 233,102, 435 3.08
United States, including cost of
Dasb WRrE i 76, 295, 220 306, 762, 502 100,000 8,067.00 4.02 80, 056,135 104 386,818,527 b.08

Mr. ESCH., Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of the time on
this side.

Mr. SULZER. I yield five minutes fo the gentleman from
Tennéssee [Mr. GAINES].

Mr, GAINES, Mr. irman, I listened with a great deal of
attention to what has been said this morning by the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], together with the remarks of those

*ho have replied to him. They discussed the fruits of what is

ery well called militarism or the findings and judgments of the
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States,
the President, who controls absolutely during war the operations
of our Army. These harsh military rulings make all the more
pertinent what I shall read. Ihadin my hand and was intending
toread, as a part of my remarks, that which I now send to the
desk to be reaﬁain my time, the opinion of a distingnished citizen
and an eminent lawyer, one of the most eminent jurists, I think,
that this country has ever produced, Judge David J, Brewer, of

Kansas, :
The Clerk read as follows:

WOULD KILL MONROE DOCTRINE—JUSTICE BREWER IS OPPOSED TO IM-
PERTALISM AND FOREIGN ALLIANCE.

When Justice Brewer was in Leavenworth,a few days ago,he gave the
Times, in a short interview, his views upon the proposed annexation by this
counLrKeof conquered Spau}sh territory.

He then ressed himself as opposed to territorial aggrandizement, and
gince he made hisideas publiche has given the lﬁgﬁtion considerable thought,
and now gives his reasons for the position he takes in declaring against the
annexation of the Philippines, Porto Rico, and Cuba, and against torial
expansiofn or an Anglo-American alliance:

*] think we may have to take possession of Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Phil-
ippines as a war measure and for the purpose of gottinf indemnity. Ishould
look upon all save Cuba simply in the same light as if I had a mort upon
aman'sfarm. I would forec{)ose that mortgage, not use I wanted to take
the farm, but for the reason I wanted the farm to sell in order to raise the
money. I donotsee how Spain will ever be able to pay us an indemnity, and
so0 I would take her real estate. I thinkitis nt with our policy, and
it is certainly necessary that we should keep Cuba for a while and have an
army there to maintain good order. There are more than a million people
on t{a island, and it will take some time to get a stable government, and un-
til they do, I think, as a matter of humanity, that we should keep a force of
troops there to preserve order. When we have demanded possession of those
islands ns security for the payment of indemnity, and have kept Cuba for the
sake of order, I think we should then let them go.

“In the territory we have hitherto taken into our Government we have
introduced a Territorial legislature. or a government of the people. Idonot
think that that can be done with those people, and I think it will be intro-
ducing a new system of government into this country. in, I think it
1I|1'|m.ldg compel an unnecessary increase in our Army. I do not know but that
some increase is needed. 'We would be bound tohave a large increase in our
Navy, and I do not like the idea of this country considering itself a military

er. Ithink if we hadalar Armg and a large Navy we would be get-

into trouble with other nations. Itishuman nature for an*Army officer
nng a Navy officer to want promotion, and if it does not come rapidly enough
he mtsawartohﬂgﬁjit about. i

“In so far as the Philippines are concerned especially, it seems to me that

it would be a eye to the Monroe doctrine. When we said that the

nations must not take possession of aniit,errit,or in this continent
it was a sort of implied declaration that we would not take any possessions
in their continent. If we would reach out into Asiatic coun and take
the islands there, it would look as though we could not say anything if Euro-
pean nations reach over here and take possession of territory.

*If it had been proposed in Congress the 1st of January to appropriate the

ne Islands, Porto Rico, and Cuba, I believe it would have been voted
down 4 tol. Yet the war has developed such conditions that a great many
men in Congress as well as out of it are beginning to think that colonial ex-
on is before us. There is a very different sentiment in Congress than

ere was at that time.”

“What is your idea about the proposed Anglo-Saxon alliance, as men-
tioned hty (Jhmalgizgn in his speech some time ago and talked of in this
coun " was

at h&% not believe in a formal alliance. I think George Washington's ad-
vice is as sound to-day as when it was given—to avoid all alliances,”—Leaven-
worth Times, August, 1598,

ere the hammer fell.]

. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee suffi-
cient time to conclude the reading of the document which he holds
in his hand.

Mr. CALDERHEAD, I desire to ask the gentleman from Ten-
nessee the date of what has been read. ;

Mr, GAINES., That is just what I was going to state. This
was printed in the Leavenworth Times in August, 1898, when
Judge Brewer was there. :

Mr, CA%;DERHEADe IE%as tlée gentlema.ri had this read for the
purpose of approving it or for the purpose of criticising it?

r. GA IES. I want to say ﬂ?at Judge Brewer's utterances
on anti-colonialism and anti-imperialism I do ap]irove.
Judge Brewer as being a gentleman of nnimpeac
and a great jurist.

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I have not asked con-
cerning that. I know Judge Brewer's character and opinion,
‘What I ask is what the gentleman intends to do, whether to ap-
prove or criticise what he has just had read.

Mr. GAINES, If you will just wait a moment I will assure you
that I will, with a great deal of pleasure, indorse what he hassaid
here particularly. First, he says, it will kill the Monroe doctrine.
That needs no comment.

I think it would compel an unnecessary increase in our Army. Idonot
know but that some increase is needed.

That is, in our Army,
In the territory we have hitherto taken into our Government we have in-
troduced a Territorial legislature or a government of the people.

A government of the people, not a government by the military,
Mr. Chairman,

1 do not think that can be done with these people, and I think it will be in-
troducing a new system of government into this country.

Now. does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD] in-
dorse that? Again:

I think it would compel an unnecessary increase in onr Army.

Mr, Chairman, the present law creates an army of 100,000, and
although it is in the power of Congress to raise and enlarge or di-
minish the Army, the bill is so framed that the President himself
enlarges or diminishes it just as he chooses. The President does
the raising, not Congress, under this law.

We would be bound to havea large increase in our Navy, and I do not like
the idea of this country considering itself a military power.

I indorse that, Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CALDER-
HEAD] indorse that?

I think if we had a large army and a e navy we would be getting in
trouble with other mttiog:. % laxg i = e

Mr. Chairman, I have never known even a schoolbc){ who car-
ried a chip around on his shoulder who did not regularly get into
afight. As I heard an old darky once say—and they say very
wise things sometimes—'‘ You keep on spreading out your feet
and somebody will step on them sure.”

4 It is human nature for an Army officer and a Navy officer to want promo-
on.

Now, that is all right, Mr. Chairman, But listen to this:

And if it does not come rapidly enough, he wants a war to bring it about.

That is all wrong, and Judge Brewer says so. We see this is
true by proof of it here every day.

In so far as the Philippines are concerned especially, it seems to me that
it would be a black eye to the Monroe doctrine,

That is all wrong.

‘When we said that the European nations must not take possession of any
territory on this continent, it was a sort of implied daclathon that we would
not take any possessions in their continent.

When we said to them, “ We do not propose to have you come
over here and establish monarchies and empires upon the Ameri-
can continent,” by necessary implication, as this great jurist says,
we said to them, * We will not come on your side; you stay on
your side.,” That is the common-sense meaning of this doctrine.
It is one of self-defense,

If we were to reach out into the Asiatic countriesand take the islands there,

it would look as though we could not say anything if European nations reach
over here and take on of territory.

Thus you see, Mr. Chairman, from one of the purest sources
from which I think we can get information at this day and time,
we were warned as by a voice of prophecy, as early as 1808, to

cling to and tuate our Republic.
Mr. SI]'LZEGJ;?B I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. NorTON].

Iregard
able character
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Mr. NORTON of Ohio, Mr. Chairman, I listened with some
degree of regret to the discussion upon the question of army deser-
tion by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] and also by the
gentleman from Michigan | Mr, GARDNER], No man who knows
the gentleman from Texas could believe or would believe that he
would make a deliberate misstatement or utter an untruth nupon
this floor, and I do not think anyone ever questioned the patriot-
ism of the gentleman from Michigan. That patriotism, however,
seemed a little bit supersensitive when he reached out so far as to
say that his section of the State alone saved the flag during the
war of 1861,

But there were things said in this debate that need careful con-
sideration, and the statement of the gentleman from Texas ought
not to go into the REcorp without a carefully considered
reply.

Mr. Chairman, not all the men who are marked as desertersare
justly so marked. I know of a regimentthat oughtto be marked
as deserters, for they deserted their picket lines without giving
notice and every man upon that picket line was left alone. The
regiment went into the Confederacy in confinement, and these
men on the picket line were left in the North, and they bore the
record of desertion upon the muster-out roll. s

The Committee on Military Affairs has not had enough time.
Last winter, you know, they did not consider a single case of all
the thounsands laid before you. Not one came under your eyes.
You had the great matter of Coeur d’Alene before you. My opin-
ion is that these matters should be honestly investigated, and I do
not believe that the Military Committee, which is so absorbed in
building up a great Army and in providing the means for promo-
tion of gentlemen and providing means for carrying on a war, is
the proper committee to discuss these matters and to consider
them. Fi'hta Ceenr d'Alene matter—what of it? It amounted to
nothing. There never was even a report; and yet these men are
carried along on the rolls and marked deserters year after year.

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, NORTON of Ohio. Yes.

Mr. HULL, What did the gentleman say there was not a re-
port ug?n?

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. The Coeur d’Alene matter,

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; there was a full report.

Mr, NORTON of Ohio. Published? :

Mr. HULL. Published, and I can give you a cogy of it.

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Ishould be mighty glad to have one.
I have been trying to smoke it out. I have not seen one.

Mr. SULZER, Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman will yield
to me a moment. I will extend his time.

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, Certainly.

Mr. SULZER. Inregard to this Ccenr d’Alene matter I want
to say here that, although the Honse printed the report of the ma-
jority and the report of the minority of the Military Affairs Com-
mittee, the committee and this Hounse refused to print and publish

* the testimony, so that the people of this country counld read about
American imperialism in the Cceur d’Alene district. There was
a resolution

Mr, NORTON of Ohic. I hope this is not ont of my time.

Mr, HULL., I will yield enough time to make up.

Mr. SULZER. So will I. There was a resolution adopted by
the committee that there should be printed for each member of
the committee three copies of the testimony taken in the Cceur
d’Alene investigation regarding the outrages out there. That has
never been complied with, and I am very glad that my distin-
guished friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NorTON] has
mentioned this matter, because I want to say it is a disgrace to
Congress, a disgrace to the Republican party, that after an inves-
tigation which proved conclusively that the President of the
United States had used the military power of this Government to
crush laboring men struggling for their rights, and the military
officers infringed the rights of citizens, that after that was all
proved the Republican party in this House did not dare to publish
the testimony so that the people of the country could read it and
indge for themselves. The military authorities did things out
there and brought about a condition of affairs in Idaho during
the Coeur d’Alene labor troubles that no potentate, no emperor,
and no czar in all the world would dare to do without being
impeached or losin]f his head.

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield a minute?

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I should hate to lose the last two
minutes I have,

Mn SULZER, Iyield to the gentleman from Ohio five minutes
more.

Mr. HULL. And I will yield five minutes more, The gentle-
man shall not be hampered for time. Now, again I ask the gen-
tleman to yield just a minute to state now this matter,

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Certainly.

Mr. HULL. 1know my friend from Ohio always wants to be

fair.
Mr, NORTON of Ohio. I fry to be.

Mr. HULL. Of course, he is, unfortunately, a Democrat. He
can not help that.

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I am very proud of that.

Mr. SULZER. Well, it is too bad the gentleman from Iowa
is a Republican.

Mr. HULL. Idonotyield now. Ihavethefloor bythecourtesy
of the gentleman from Ohio,

Mr, SULZER. Yon have mine.

Mr. HULL, In the matter of the Coenr d’Alene, the gentleman
from New York is the senior Democratic member of the commit-
tee. When the question of a report came before that committee,
the committee had done all that the rules of the House permitted
it todo. It had printed the evidence for the use of the committee,
and the gentleman from New York and every other member of
the committes had a full copy of it, and extra copies of it were
given to those in interest. And, Mr. Chairman, when the question
of making the report came, the majority of the committee quoted
copiously from that evidence; and if the gentleman from New
York had had the industry and had paid enoungh attention to the
proceedings of the committee to make an intelligent report the
minority of the committes wonld have quoted copiously on the
evidence. They made no quotations, and when we made our re-
port of our evidence our jurisdiction was concluded and it passed
ouf of our hands.

I thank the gentleman from Ohio,

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr, Chairman, I regret exceedingly
myself that every time something is to be done in the interest of
my old comrades politics on one or the other side of this Chamber
shall be injected into the matter. The idea I had in talking of
the Ceeur d’Alene matter was simply to say that the whole in-
vestigation did the country no good, and that the committee could
have employed its time far better by attempting to make some
regulation or establishing some rule or law whereby there would
be no further necessity for presenting in this House such bills as
those that come nup about desertion. Mr. Chairman, it is untrue
that every man who stands on the roll marked as a deserter was
in truth a deserter. Thousands and thousands of men stand on
the rolls with the stigma of desertion against their names by a
rule of the Department—not the law alone, but arule. Thesamse
rule that inveighs against the soldier in the Pension Burean in-
veighs against him in the War Department by a construction of
the law not intended by the law.

Now, Mr, Chairman, not that I want to inject any politics, for
not a word of that will fall from my lips upon this question, but
to give in the RECORD an answer to the statement of the gentle-
man from Texas, and because it is impossible within five minutes
to make an answer properly, considerately, and consistently, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Isthere objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this oppor-
tanity of submitting to the House some remarks upon a question
of very general interest to the whole country and tomy constituents
in particular. The English subsidy system, and indeed all of the
so-called subsidy systems of other countries, are really not subsidies
atall. They aremerely contracts or subventions made by the gov-
ernment with certain ship companies for carrying the mailsand for
other services stipulated in the contract. Theyare often required
to improve harbors, carry troops, build hotels, furnish laborers
for the development of a particular industry, etc. They are
usually required to make a cerfain speed in the delivery of mails,
and not to stop for freight, and they are required to make stated
trips whether loaded or not, ete.

These foreign contracts are nsually let fo the lowest and best
bidder, and foreigners as well as citizens are permitted to bid at
these public lettings and carry out the contract whether the ship
was built at home or abroad. Take, for example, the contract be-
tween the English Government and the Jamaica Fruit and Prod-
uce Association, to begin May, 1900, (See Report of Commis-
sioner of Navigation, 1899, p. 147.)

This so-called subsidy required the shipowner to make fort-
nightly trips at an average speed of 15 knots an hour, and to re-
reserve storage room for at least 20,000 bunchesof bananas. They
were required to employ at least six agents in Jamaica to develop
the fruit industry.

And they were also required to improve the wharf at Kingston
and other ports, and to build one or more hotels on theisland and,
above all, to carry the British mails free of charge. For these
services the British Government agreed to pay £10,000 per annum
for a period of five years. This, you see, is not a subsidy at all.
It is a contract for public services, for which the Government
agrees to pa{a reasonable compensation,

So with what are called German subsidies. The German Gov-
ernment, for example, empowered the imperial chancellor to pay
1,500,000 marks annually to the contractor, a steamship company,
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for furnishing a regunlar fortnightly mail service with eastern
Asia and Australia, The contractor guaranteed that the ships
would make a certain speed, and it was expressly announced that
it was owing to the peculiar circnmstances and unusual expenses
incident to the performance of this contract that governmental
aid was bestowed.

It was then distinctly declared by the German Government—

That this need for the long voyage to eastern Asia and Australia could be
met (not as in the case of relatively short voyages, as to America) by Ger-
man shipping without Government assistance, but that such navigation, on
account of its expense, should be promoted by State aid. (Report of Com-
missioner of Navigation for 1899, p. 148.)

England and Germany, even with their peculiar circumstances
and laboring under a supposed necessity of maintaining large
standing armies and fleets, would not think of supporting such a
measure as is presented to this House.

This bill has none of the features of those so-called foreign sub-
sidies. It does not require the ships to make any particular speed,
except for the few hours during the test, and after that the ship
may make any speed the owners may desire. There is nothing in
this bill permitting the letting of contracts for carrying the mails
to the lowest and best bidders; nothing that requires any certain
number of trips to be made, nor any amount of freight to be car-

ried.

1t is nothing but a bold, bald application for a donation of the
public money to assist some private gentlemen and corporations
in their private business,

England has virtually monogoiized the ocean-carrying trade,
and yet not 3 per cent of her ships engaged in that business re-
ceive any assistance or subsidy from the Government, either by
mail contracts or otherwise.

The Republican party has driven our ships from the ocean by
retaining npon the statute books an antiqhuated navigation law,
which prohibits an American citizen from having any vessel reg-
istered under the American flag for the foreign trade unless the
ship has been built here at home,

Advocates of this bill say that steamships can be built 30 per
cent cheaper in England than they can be built here. I do not
believe one word of it. Butif it is true, then let American citi-
zens go there and buy ships, put them under the American flag,
aud our flag will be seen at every port and the sails of our mer-
chantmen will whiten every sea.

Many American young ladies feel complimented to buy ragged,
wax-headed foreign counts. They buy their finest dresses in Paris,
so as to look attractive to ze count. The Navy purchases torpe-
does in Austria and big cannon from Krupp, in Germany, and
why not buy ships in England, if we can buy them cheaper and
better there? Is there ‘‘adivinity that doth hedge about” a ship?

Trust magnates and promoters of monopoly in this country fill
their mines and factories with the cheapest pauper labor they can
find, and are then constantly heard appea.lin%to the flag to divert
the public attention away from their real schemes, and have the
impudence to accuse the opponents of this measure of a want of
patriotism unless they consent to stand by and be robbed without
a murmur. My patriotism does not lead in that direction, and I
am willing to buy anything, from a blanket to a ship, wherever
they can be had for the least money.

The truth is that the Republican party, by retaining obsoclete
navigation laws and by its crazy notions of high protection, has
almost destroyed our merchant marine. Every opportunity they
get they put up the tariff higher and higher until millions of tons
of imports are entirely excluded from our shores, and from which,
of course, the Government derives no revenue. The only pur-
pose accomplished by their high protective tariff is, as to many
articles, to drive away the foreign competition, cripple the ocean
carrying trade, and force the American citizen topay double prices
to the home manufacturer for these protected articles. Thus by
retaining absurd navigation laws and absurd protective duties
our merchant marine has dwindled until it is now almost **in
articulo mortis,”

Years ago the American clipper competed successfully with the
ships of every country. During all of those years, down to 1861,
most of our exports and imports were carried in American ships
and we had outstripped the mother countryin the ocean carrying
trade. During those very years England was, as she is now, pay-
ing large sums for postal services and the United States was not
paying a dollar. Subsidies did not bring England tv the front
then and subsidies will not restore our carrying trade now.

England then had the same absurd navigation laws that we
have now. Ever since the reign of Richard II England remained
under a law which required all of her merchandise, foreign and
coastwise, to be carried in British ships, prohibited her people
from buying foreign ships, and confined the commerce of her col-
onies to trading with the mother country.

These absurd statutes continued substantially unchanged at the
time we achieved our independence. After the Revolution we
copied these English laws, and, strange to say, they have never
been repealed.

An American citizen can not go now where he pleases and buy
a ship where he can buy it the cheapest, or, if he does, he is not
allowed the protection of an American citizen and is not allowed
to float the American flag from the masthead.

1say thisisan antiquated and absurd statute. England discov-
ered it to be so and repealed if in January, 1850. She then dis-
covered that America was building woogeu ships cheaper and
better than she could build them. She then repealed the statute
and said to her people: ““Go to America, or anywhere else you
please, and buy ships where you can buy them the cheapest; hoist
irom the masthead the Union Jack and engage in the ocean car-
rying trade if you like.”

So long as these wooden ships maintained their supremacy upon
the ocean the United States continued to carry in%er own ships
most of her exports and imports,

Bat the time came when these wooden ships could not compete
with the new iron and steel vessels. England had a new process
of makin&liron and steel which we did not possess, and she began
to make ships cheaper than we could make them. We foolishly
still kept onr old laws on the books. We could not make the iron
and steel ships ourselves. We wonld notallow American citizens
to go there and buy them, or, if they did, they had to hoist the
British flag. We still kept up our high tariff, forcing our ships
to often come home empty because they could not pay the tariff
duties. And now, having, after years of persistent tomfoolery, at
last sncceeded in driving our merchant ships from the ocean, it is
proposed to take $9,000,000 per year out of the public Treasury
for the next twenty years, or $180,000,000 in a.lE and pay it to
certain shipowners who are already engaged in the ocean carrying
trade and get them, by that means, to rebuild our foreign trade.

1t is not proposed by this bill to help the farmer in any way to
increase his crops or to encourage him fo raise more horses, or
cattle, or tobacco, or other farm products to be shipped abroad.

It is not pro by this bill to cheapen the transportation of
any of the produects of the farm or factory to the seashore.

ndeed, it is not even proposed to lessen the freight rates on any
commodities to be carried across the seas. The cost of exporting
and importing is not to be lessened at all. There is really no com-
plaint that ocean freights are too high. The complaint is that our
exports and imports are carried under foreign flags, and we are to
pay $180,000,000 in order to change the flag.

The purpose of this bill is merely to assist certain shipowners,
not to carry freights cheaper, but to pay them a donation of §9,000,-
000 a year to enable them to carry our freights as cheap as they
are being already carried in foreign ships.

Mr. Chamberlain, the Commissioner of Navigation, is now one
of the staunch supporters of this subsidy scheme, and he has for
two years devoted most of his annunal reports toan argument trying
to prove that this bill, or one similar to it, ought to pass. In his
report for 1900 (p. 85) he thus confesses and gives away the en-
tire project:

The scheme, in effect, proposesto e i i
of building vessels in tttl,apUmtad Stgw%uzzlnldmianﬂéargagg?i?&]anég gce?v:é]:ncfgg
costs of navigating vessels under the American and under foreign flags.

It also proposes to offset the subsidies or mail compensation which cer-
tain types of vessels receive from foreign governments.

Of course, if we hire steamships to carry the mails we should
pay them a reasonable compensation, just as we pay railroads and
steamboats and other carriers for similar services.

So that the two chief reasons remaining, or rather the chief
excuses, for this bill are:

First. The claim that ships can be built from 20 to 30 per cent
cheaper in England than they can in this country, and we want
to force those who buy ships to buy them in this country and
donate to the purchaser out of the public Treasury that 20 or 30
per cent difference.

Second. The claim is that the wages paid employees on Ameri-
can ships are higher than are paid employees of foreign ships, and
this subsidy is excused as a donation to the American shipowners
for the difference in wages he is required to pay.

Now, let us look at these two propositions for a moment. Itis
certainly not true now, whatever may have been true formerly,
that either iron or steel ships can be built any cheaper on the
Clyde or Mersey or elsewhere than they can be built in our own
shipyards. We have more coal in the State of Kentucky alone
than there is in all the British Isles.

We have more suitable timber convenient to our own shipyards
than they have in England. Indeed, England imports most of her
ship timber from our Southern States. e have the most skilled
workmen, the most ingenious mechanics, we have more wealth
and more enterprise than any other counfry in the world. We
are to-day manufacturing and selling abroad every conceivable
article of machine and factory, and selling them by the hundreds
of thousands, and selling them in competition with all the world,
Shiploads of sewing machines, farm machinery, bridges, saw-

ills, trolley cars, electric and other machinery, locomotives, and
steam cars, and every other kind of machinery and invention are
going every, day across the seas, Foreigners are buying them
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because they are cheaper and better than similar articles manufae-
tured in other conniries.

Now, is not it a little strange that a steamship is the only thing
that American citizens have not the skill nor the enterprise to
build and man as cheap and as good as these things can be done
by foreigners? { p

It is not true, and those who come here with this bill asking
alms in behalf of shipowners are offering an insult to the ship-
builders of this country.

Just the other day I read from the Louisville Times this article:

GLASGOW, December 20, 1900.

Clyde shipbuilders recently placed orders for 150,000 tons of platesin the
‘United States, at a saving of £50,000. The depression in Scotch steel and
malleable iron trades is acute. Fourteen furnaces will be damped at the end
of the year. The steel works are talking of closing indefinitely.

The truth is, and everybody knows it, that the manufactures of
iron and steel in this country have, in the last five years, com-
pletely ontstripped similar industries in every other country; and
everybody knows that these are the articles of chief expense in
the construction of modern steamships.

In the Philadelphia Inquirer of December 10, 1900, I find this

article:
LoxDpoN, December 10, 1900.

The Daily Mail has received the following by mail from its Calcutta cor-

respondent:
‘?'g‘ha port commissioners recently invited tenders for locomotives. The

lowest English tender quoted £1.544 for each locomotive and wanted nine
months to complete the order. The lowest American tender quoted £1,260
and asked for six months. The latter was accepted, subject to the approval
of the Government."

We see, therefore, that Americans offer to buildlocomotfives for
$1,385.92 cheaper for each locomotive, and besides, ship them
across to Calcutta and drive the English locomotive builders out
of the market on their own grounds, and yet we can not build a
steamship here at home as cheap as they do in England.

The proposition is preposterous.

Mr. Carnegie is certainly good authority upon this subject. In
an address delivered by him to the Lotus Club February 27, 1900,
he said:

Reference has sometimes been made to me as to the share I have taken in
the work of insuring for our country supremacy insteel, a supremacy which
obviously carries w?th it a futare supremacy in so many different depart-
ments of industry, for steel is the great foundation article on which so many
otherarticles rest. The cheapeststeel means, before lon,% the cheapest ships,
as it to-day means the cheapest agricultural implements, bicycles, motor cars,
wire, nails, and a thousand and one things of which steel is the chief part.

It goes without saying that we are to stop exporting steel in crude forms
and more :ﬁ{l more to export it in manunfactured, finished articles, from
needles to 3

As the histgsria.n, Green, says: “The foture home of the English- king
race is to be found, not on the banks of the Tweed or the Thames, but on the
banks of the Hudson and the Mississippi.” So I predict that the future seat
of shipbuilding is to be found, not on the shores of Great Britain, but upon
our Aghntic seaboard. :

Nearly ten years ago Mr. Cramp, the great American shipbuilder,
published an article in the North American Review which onght
to be carefully reread, at this time, by every advocate of the pend-
ing bill. (See North American Review, January, 1802.)

He there places before the reader this valuable information:

The proper form in which to put the question is, Can you build a ship to
do the worieof the City of New R‘rrk, or the Majestic, or the Columbia, in all
respects, for the same cost? To that gquestion would reply: Yes; or within
as small a ma as would be likely to prevail in a similar case between any
two British shipyards. It is a fact that first cost of ships is not only not &
prime factor, but it is not even a serious factor in any competition that may
occur between this country and Great Britain fora e of the traffic of the

ocean.

American shipyards have built or are building about forty naval vesselsof
numerous rates and types, all of the very highest and most effective class in
the world; and this development has been crowded into a space of about seven

ears. .
. The disparity in cost of naval vessels between our yards and those of Great
Britain, ton for ton, gun for gun, and performance for performance, has
dwindled in seven years until, in the case of the three latest battle ships, the
margin between our prices and those of similar construction abroad may be
expressed by a very small figure.

Now, mind yon, this was said nearly ten years ago, and before
our present splendid development in the manufacture of iron and
steel, referred to by Mr, Carnegie.

Even Mr. Chamberlain, who labors so assiduously in his two
last annual reports to sustain the cause of subsidies, produces fig-
ures that are convincing that nosubsidiesshould be voted. Thus,
on page 34 of his report for 1900, we find this langunage:

The United States thus possesses the capital and can manufacture cheaply
material for shipbuilding on a great scale.

The skilled labor which the industry requires undoubtedly exists in abun-
dance. Sixteen years ago the United States used the designs of foreign con-
tractors in beginning its new navy. At the present time we have a large
number of most competent naval officers and marine engineers, and our best
technical schools are cons_tnntlissdd:in to the number.

British and German shipyardsare optinf labor saving machinery, which
American inventive genius has alread{ applied to shipbuilding.

Every branch of 1 manufacture in the United States of %ate years has

grown so rapidly, and for that material so many new ones have recently de-

veloped that American steel workers in numbers and skill are uneq

e :lflau f“tli]er ngéion.ch thi tional ius for the of
8 ere be such a thing asana genius for the mastery

transportation problems, it is probably American,

Again, we find this same author, on page 85, making use of this

language:

In the United States have at last been created the conditions: Abundance
of capital, cheap materials, practical experience, constructive talent, and
skilled labor, which, if brought together effectively by a demand, guaran-
tees the country's future asa great shipbuilding and maritime commercial
power.

Then, under these conditions, why donate the people’s money
to help along an industry whose present condition and future
prospects are so brilliant and so promising?

Besides that, the underlying principles of this bill are wrong.
Even if we can not build ships as cheap as they can build them in
England, it is much better to go there and buy them than it is to
vote a subsidy and pay those who are forced to buy at home the
difference.

We raise fine horses and cattle for sale down in Kentucky, buf
the farmer there can not raise horses and cattle as cheap as they
can upon the broad, grassy plains of Australia. He has to pay
more for the land in the first place, more for labor, and has to
buy provender and feed them at higher prices.

Now, why not ascertain the cost of raising a horse or steer in
Kentucky and the cost of raising a horse or steer in Australia
and pay a bounty to the Kentucky farmer to the amount of the
difference out of the public Treasury? Will some advocate of this
bill explain the difference in principle? If there is any diﬁem
it is in favor of the farmer, becanse his surplus is shipped a
and sold in the open markets of the world. And, besides, thatsur-
plus sold abroad is sold in competition with the pauper labor of
every land; not only =o, but the price g id for the surplus abroad
fixes the prices in his home market, and, for my part, I would vote
a bounty to the farmer for the articles he exports and sells in com-
petition with the pauper labor of Europe and Asia before I would
vote a subsidy to shipowners.

But they argue, in the second place, that American shipowners
can noft compete with foreigners in the ocean carrying trade
because the American has to pay higher wages for sailors. Mind
Kou, there is no law which requires an American shipowner to

ire citizens of this country to operate his ships. He is at per-
fect liberty to go into any foreign port and hire sailors and o
tors of every kind wherever he can get them the cheapest, and the
fact is that very few American citizens engage in this kind of
service. They can get steadier, more comfortable, and better pay-
ing employment on land, and therefore a very large majority of
employees engaged on American ships are negroes, Chinese, Scan-
dinavians, and others not American citizens,

This bill offers no protection towage-earnersat all. Itdoes not
even require any of the sailors to be citizens of this country.

The nearest approach to any such provision is found in section
0, which provides:

That no vessel shall be entitled to compensation under section 1of this act
unless at least one-fourth of her crew shall be citizens of the United States
or such persons as shall be within the Provisinna of section 2147 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States. If it shall happen at any time that the
foregoing stated proportion of an American crew can not be reasonably ob-
tained, * ¥ * the shipment of persons not within the preceding description
shall be allowed.

Now, of course, the shipowner has merely to reduce wages in-
stead of advancing them, and he will then be unable to hire
American sailors at these reduced wages, and so the law will per-
mit him to still pick up his crew in any foreign port, just as he is
now permitted to do.

The legitimate effect of the bill is therefore to reduce wages in-
stead of advancing them,

But what if the American shipowner does have to pay his
American crew higher wages than the foreign shipowner? Does
he not get more skill, more energy, and better results? Is that
any reason why he should come to Congress and ask that the dif-
ference in be made up to him out of the public Treasury?
Does not the American farmer, the American railroad builder,
the American housebuilder, and every other American employer
have to pay higher wages than are paid in the crowded and
poverty-stricken centers of the Old World? Are these farmers
and housebuilders and other employers of American labor here
clamoring for bounties and asking the Government to make up
their differences in wages over and above what they would have
to pay if they had employed the rag tag from Europe and Asia?
The mere presentation of such a claim as this to Congress illus-
trates the height of impudence to which the protected industries
of this conntry have been brought. Let the American shipowner
and other protected industries pay higher wages. Their whole
protection theory is maintained upon the assumption that higher
tariffs enable them to pay higher wages, and they can not have
their cake and eat it, too.

So that when you boil down this contention, these subsidy sharks
are here yelping in one breath that the high-tariff system must
be preserved in order to keep up high wages, and high keep
the American shipowner from competing with his rivals on the
sea, and so these higher wages must be paid back to him out of
the public Treasury.
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The American sailors and crew have to be paid higher wages
than the English and other foreign sailors get or starve, because,
under our high protective tariff system, they are required to pay
$4 for a blanket that the Englishman can get for $2.50 and they
are required to pay 35 for a pair of shoes that the Englishman can
get for §3.50, and so on t.hrough the list of articles necessary for
the support of themselves and families.

No, indeed; 90 per cent of the employees on American ships are
negroes, Chinese, and other foreigners, and this bill offers no pro-
tection or advantage whatever to American seamen,

The shipowner will pocket whatever subsidy is given by the
Government, and he will still pick up his crew in any foreign port
and wherever he can get them the cheapest.

The effeet of this bill will be that the farmer and the manufac-
turer must still pay the same old freight rates for the same old
services in transporting their commodities to the sea and then
acrose the sea to the foreign markets, and they are then to be
taxed $180,000,000 in addition for the sentiment of having the
American flag to wave from the masthead of the ship that carries
the goods.

Such a flag, if understood in a foreign port, will bring neither
credit nor honor to this country. On the contrary, every Ameri-
can flag thus flung to the breeze will be an emblem of opéu;easiou
and an advertisement of an iniquitous tax, and, like the flag that
floats from the palace of the Sultan of Sulu and those that float
from the custom-houses of Porto Rico, will be neither beantiful
nor attractive to any trne American citizen. Such a flag will
ghow to all the world that greed, monopoly, and privilege have so
dominated the American Congress that our Government has taxed
her own citizens an enormous sum to induce her own shipowners
to do for the American people what any other ships of any other
country were offering to do without the tax.

Nine-tenths of our exports are, in fact, farm products—flour,

ork, wheat, cattle, tobacco, corn, cotton, etc.—and the problem
is becoming more and more serious how to get this vast surplus to
the foreign markets.

Everybody knows that the entire cost of transporting to market,
both by rail and Bhig;,is paid by the producer,

The first thing to be done by the purchasers and brokers who
handle these commodities is to ascertain what will be the cost to
carry them to the seashore by rail and thence to the foreign mar-
kets, and that cost, together with the insurance and a reasonable
profit to the handler, are all deducted from the price that can be
obtained in the foreign market, and the farmer gets only what is
left. The farmer is therefore, above everybody else, interested in
cheap railroad freights, cheap ship rates, and an open, active com-
petition in transportation, both upon the land and the sea.

For this reason I am especially anxious to see the canal built at
Nicaragua or somewhere else acrose the Isthmus. We will thus
be three or four thousand miles nearer to China and Japan than
the countries of Europe, and all of our greatrivers Iea.ding into the
Mississippi and Gulf of Mexico will become great highways of
traffic that can not be monopolized. Extortionate freight rates
can not be charged as are now effected by traffic associations and
the pooling of freight rates by the railroad companies. With this
nearness to the Eastern markets, European shipowners can not
compete with us and our merchant marine will need no subsidies.

atever will lessen the cost of [iretting our products to their
final destination will therefore help both the farmer and the
manufacturer.

Baut this bill does not even promise any assistance to either. So
that, if it be true that we can build ships as cheap in our own ship-
fnrds as theycan be built in England—and I haveshown reasons,

think, conclusive that they can be so built—then there is no ex-
cuse for this subsidy. If we can not build them as cheap, then re-

al the navigation laws and allow our citizens to go there and
uy them and give them American registry, and there is still no
excuse for this snbsidy.

Our commercial treaties with all the leading nations accord to
all the ships of all these countries which are engaged in the for-
eign trade the same rights and privileges that are accorded to our
own ships, and under the existinglaws of this country, if it be true,
as claimed, that England builds ships 30 per cent cheaper than we
do, France, Germany, and other countries can go to England and
buy ships for 80 per cent cheaper than we can build them, and
can bring them into our ports and carry away our commodities
and nnderbid our own ships, having this advantage at the start.

Then repeal the law and vote down the subsidy.

I can not understand the wisdom of a law which drives our car-
rying trade into German and other foreign ships by forcing an
American citizen to pay a milion dollars for a ship that the Ger-
man can buy for seven hundred thousand.

My proposition is to repeal the absurd navigation laws and let
the American citizen go to England and buy his ships, if he can
do so, for the §700,000, just as the German does,

Bat the advocates of this subsidy say, No, force him to stay at

home and pay a million dollars for this ship, and we will tax the

hA'merican farmer and manufacturer for §300,000 and donate it to
im,

The shipbuilders and shipowners have already a monopoly of
our vast coastwise trade, which constitutes more than three-
fourths of all of our ﬁhi%ping industry and is greater than that of
any other country in the world. e had on June 30, 1900, in
the coasting trade alone, 20,568 vessels, carrying 4,286,516 tons.
This trade has been recently extended s0 as to include Cuba, Porto
Rico, Mexico, Central America, the Sandwich Islands, and Alaska.
The Government prohibits foreign ships from competing in this
trade, and the ship builders and owners should certainly be satis-
fied with this extensive protection.

In the nature of things we can not prohibit foreign ships from
entering our ports and competing with our own ships in the for-
eign trade, because we have, as I said, treaty obligations that
prevent us from doing so, and if we should abrogate the treaties
and prohibit these foreign ships from so competing, those same
foreign nations would retaliate by imposing the same restrictions
upon our ships, and we would gain nothing.

For my part I am glad our protection theories can not be made
to extend across the sea and that our foreign competitors do keep
down freight and passenger rates.

But the worst feature of this bill has not been mentioned, and
that is that, while it pretends to be a bill to promote the com-
merce and increase the foreign trade of the United States, it is so
ingeniously worded as to give most of the subsidy of nine mil-
lions a year to the fast-going passm;fer steamers which carr
very little freight; and only a very small part of this subsidy isleft
for the slow-going freighters that really transport most of our
ex’%orts and imports across the sea.

he faster the steamer goes the more subzidy it gets. Thereis,
first, a general subsidy given on all vessels of 1} cents per gross
ton for each 100 miles, not exceeding 1,500, sailed outward or
homeward, and 1 cent per gl-;oss ton for each additional 100 miles
sailed. Even under this clause passenger steamers will have a
great advantage over freight steamers, because in the fast
passenger steamers they will be paid on the amount of the gross
tonnage of the vessel, and most of that tonnage space is taken up
for passengers and mail accommodations.

In other words, the bill proposes to tax the people to pay these
fast stempshig lines a large bounty in addition to the profitable
business in which they are eng , of carrying the rich and well-
to-do tourists over to Europe and back. But in addition to this
ﬁenerai subsidy above named, there is a graduated scale of an ad-

itional subsidy for the larger and faster vessels. But this addi-
tional tf:)nbsidy 18 to be given only fo steam vessels of over 2,000
gross tons,

Clause (b) of section 1 reads thus:

Steam vessels of the following tonnages and capable of maintaining the
following rates of speed, under the conditions hereinafter provided, shall,in
addition to the compensation provided in clause (a) of this section, receive
compensation per gross ton for each 100 nautical miles sailed ontward bound
at the rate hereinafter set forth and at 80 per cent thereof per ton for
each 100 nautical miles sailed homeward bound, as follows, n: ¥

Vessels over 2,000 tons:

First. Eleven knots and less than 12 knots, four-tenths of 1 cent per gross

ton.
N Second. Twelve knots and less than 13 knots, six-tenths of 1 cent per gross

.

m{g Thirteen knots and less than 14 knots, eight-tenths of 1 cent per

088 Lon.
nggurth. Fourteen knots and less than 15 knots, 1 cent per gross ton,

Fifth. Fifteen knotsand less than 16 knots, 1.1 cents per gross ton.

Sixth. Sixteen knots or over, 1.2 cents per gross ton.

Vessels over 4,000 gross tons:

Beventh. Beventeen knots and less than 18 knots, 1.4 cents per gross ton.

Eighth. Eighteen knots and less than 19 knots, 1.6 cents per gross ton.

Ninth. Nineteen knots or over, 1.8 cents per gross ton.

Vessels over 10,000 gross tons:

Tenth. Twenty knots and less than 21 knots, 2 cents per gross ton.

Eleventh. Twenty-one knots or over, 2.3 cents per gross ton.

Now, it will be seen from an examination of the bill that these
subsidies provided for in these eleven clauses are in addition to
the general subsidy first named of 1} cents per gross ton for the
first 1,500 miles and 1 cent per gross ton for the remaining dis-
tance.

It will further be seen that this general subsidy can be earned
only by vessels carrying a cargo of at least 50 per cent of their
gross tonnage (clause (a) of section 1). But there is no provi-
sion requiring any vessels to carry any cargo whatever in order
to earn the additional subsidies as set forth in the eleven clauses
just enumerated (clause (b) of section 1).

It will be further seen that the amount of subsidy increases not
in proportion to the cargo carried, but in proportion to the gross
tonnage and speed of the vessel.

Mind yonu, the vessel does not have to make any particular speed
except for a few hours in order to test its capacity for speed.

The steamer, when applying for subsidy, is to make a test of
her speed—
for six continnons hours, steaming at sea, in ordi weather, in water of
sufficient depth to make the test a fair and just one. The stered

shall be the average speed in nautical miles for six hours as determi
the above test. by
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So that if the steamer can run 21 knots an hour for the space of
six hours, she is entitled to be registered asa 21-knot ship, and
she will get a subsidy of 2.3 cents per gross ton for every hundred
nautical miles she makes on the ontward trip and 80 per cent
thereof on the homeward trip, without regard to the actual speed
she makes, in addition to the general subsidy and whether she car-
ries any cargo or not. .

Having been tested and registered, there is no provision in this
bill that sheshall preserve any particularspeed. On thecontrary,
section 11 provides—

That when_ the steamer has been tested and classified, the classification
herein provided for shall be maintained while such steamship shall be the
subject of compensation, under the provisions of this act.

It is well known that the largest and fastest steamers, for which
this bill is especially prepared, have the smallest cargo capacity.

Take, for example, the four great steamers of the International
Navigation Company:

- S0per cent
Gross ton-| Net ton- Cﬂ.c?o o
pacity in | required
L Tage. 40feet. | by theact.
Tons. Tons.
10,674 5, 558 3,800 1,000
10,663 5,468 3,800 1,900
11,629 5,893 3,500 1,750
11,629 5,874 3,500 1,7

These are the figures given by that company itself, and if these
steamers carry only 50 per cent of their net cargo capacity they
get full subsidy, and whether they carry any cargo or not they
get the two and three-tenths cents per gross ton under the eleventh
paragraph of clause (b) in section 1.

These passenger steamers therefore, under this bill, wonld each
receive from the Government a present of more than $25,000 for
every round trip they make. Thess steamers can easily make six-
teenround trips a year, and would in the course of twelve months
have presented to them by the taxpayers a splendid donation of
about $100,000 apiece.

The advocates of this bill admit that this class of passenger
steamers would receive a bounty of more than $300,000 a year for
carrying a mere trifle of products to the foreign markets.

It is well known that most of the carrying trade across the sea
is done in small, slow-going steam and sail vessels.

The citizens of the United States Government, on June 30, 1900,
owned 23,333 vessels, and only 64 of these steam vessels in the for-
eign trade carried as much as 2,000 gross tons, and only 30 sail
vessels had a gross tonnage of as much as 2,000 tons,

So that more than 23,000 of American vessels engaged in car-
rying our produce to market will get none of this subsidy set
forth in the eleven subdivisions above named. None of the ves-
sels engaged in our immense trade on the lakes or in our coast-
wise trade will get a dollar of this subsidy. None of our ships
engaged in trade with Cuba, or Porto Rico, or the Sandwich
Islands, or Canada, or Mexico, will get a dollar. None of the
thousands of ships that really carry the products of our farms and
factories to the European markets will get but a trifle, and most
of them will get nothing at all.

The bill proceeds upon the idea of fulfilling the prophecy that
¢Unto him that hath shall be given; but from him that hath not
shall be taken away even that which he hath,”

The International Navigation Company is behind this scheme,
and closely connected with that great corporation there are three
or four other immense combines. The Standard Oil Company, the
National Pipe Line Company, the National Transit Company, and
five or six great millionaires control all of these com es.

Thus, John D. Rockefeller is president of the gtandaxd Qil
Company and is a director in the International Navigation Com-
pany. G. A. Griscom is a director in the Standard Oil Company
and vice-president of the National Pipe Line Company; he is a
director in the National Transit Company and president of the
International Navigation Company. J,D. Archibald is adirector
in the Standard Oil Company and also a director in the National
Transit Company and in the International Navigation Company,
H. H. Rogers is vice-president of the Standard Oil Company, pres-
ident of the National Pipe Line Company, and a director in the
National Transit Company, and also a director in the International
Navigation Company.

These four, Rockefeller, Griscom, Archibald, and Rogers, are
the four paupers coming to Congress and asking alms at the hands
of the people.

This is the same Griscom, at whose cotta,
publican national platform was written at
where it was proclaimed:

The national defense and naval efficiency of this country s

1 i upply a com-
pelling reason forlegislation which will enable us to recover our tgll?msr place
among the trade-carrying fleets of the world.

They were then bidding for some such scheme as this. It was

by the sea the Re-
hiladelphia, in 1900,

never meant by this clause in the platform to cut down the Ding-
ley tariff bill so that our ships could come home loaded instead of
empty. Because that same platform landsthe Dingley tariff, and
calls attention to the large excess of exports over imports, as if
that were a source of congratulation.

That part of the platform was written as a bid for subsidy. But
very few voters at the polls had any conception of the numerous
iniquities embodied in this pending measure.

This subsidy scheme is evidently prepared in the interest of a
coterie of millionaire shipowners, in its provisions for allowing
certain foreign-built ships to participate in the subsidy.

Clause (a), section 10, of this bill, admits to the subsidy at the
rate of 50 per cent of that allowed to other vessels those foreign-
built ships of Class Al that were, on January 1, 1900, engaged in
either freight or passenger business and were owned on that date,
to the extent of a majority of the interest, by American citizens,
80 soon as the entire interest is acquired by American citizens.

Clause (b) of section 10 of the bill admits to participate in the

subsidy such foreign-built ships of Class A1l as were under con-
struction on January 1, 1900, fora citizen or citizensof the United
States, provided such citizen or citizens will give bond to build
within ten years new vessels of equal size and guality.
The absurdity and unfairness of those provisions are quite gﬁ-
ent. Why should January 1, 1900, or ani other particular date
be fixed at which a majority interestin a ship should be owned by
o;(:ir ;:itizens in order to entitle the ship to a share of the sub-
sidy

If a majority interest in a foreign-built ship should have been
owned by American citizens on February 1, 1900, or at any other
time after January 1, 1900, and although American citizens have
since ?nrchased and now own the entire ship, they can not obtain
any of the subsidy, simply because they did not bappen to own a
majority interest on January 1, 1800. And again, under that
clause (a) an American citizen could not get any subsidy if he
owned the entire ship on January 1, and still owns all of it now,
nor can he get any subsidy if he purchases an entire foreign ship
at any time after January 1, 1900,

In other words, if our citizens hapgen to own most of the ship
on January 1, 1900, and afterwards buy out the balance, he can
get a subsidy on the whole ship; but if he owned most of the ship
at any time since then, or if he owned all of it either before or
since then, he %et.s nothing.

But clause (b) is equally unfair and absurd. If the ship was
under consiruction on any other date since January 1, 1900, no
subgidy is allowed. If under construction, even on that favorite
date, for any other than our own citizens, no subsidy is allowed,
although the interests have since been fully purchased by our cit-
izens and the ship is completed for and owned by citizens of the
United States.

If citizens of the United States or rich corporations can com-
mand capital enough to build two or more ships, then one half of
them can be buil{ abroad and the other half athome. Butif hehas
gnly money enough to build one ship, he must build that one at

ome, ;

These absurdities and unfair provisions were not the result of
carelessness or accident. This bill has been carefully prepared,
and these clauses are the fruit of great pains and industry.

It would seem that there are certain persons and corporations
who, on January1, 1900, owned a majority interestin some foreign-
built ships, and they also had under contract the construction of
other ships on that date, and this bill has been carefully prepared
so as to allow these parties to buy out the remaining interests in
those parinership vessels, and to complete those others partly
constructed, and fo bring all of them under the United States
registry, and these owners will then pocket a large part of this
$180,000,000, I wonder if those four great corporations own a ma-
jority interest in any ships and are having others constructed in
foreign shipyards. Leading newspapers say these things are so;
and if true, how beatifully worded is this bill to cover their par-
ticular situation.

Now, let me show you another absurdity in the very peculiar
terms of this bill, It starts out with a great show of fairness,and
in clause (a) of section 1 proposes to pay a subsidy on all sail or
steam vessels of all classes or sizes, for not excesding 16 entries
in twelve months, of 11 cents per grosston for the first 1,500 miles
and 1 cent per gross ton for the residue of the distance, and sub-
sidy is fo continue for ten years as to all vessels launched before
January 1, 1900, and for twenty years as to all vessels launched
after that date (less an annual deduction of 5 per cent after ten
years, as sef forth in section 3), provided they carry a cargo of 50
per cent of their gross tonnage.

I say this, at first, sounds fair, but when examined further the
cloven foot appears; for clause (b) of section 1 gives a graduated
scale of large additional subsidies, and these are confined to steam
vessels of over 2,000 gross tons, and most all of our vessels now
engnﬁd in the foreign trade are vessels under 2,000 gross tons,
and therefore only a few existing vessels are even promised any
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of this additional subsidy under clause (b). Buteven that first
subsidy promised in clause (a) is elsewhere taken away.

For when we turn to section 14 of the bill we find that none of
the existing vessels are to receive any subsidy at all unless they
execute a bond with good security that they will within five years
build in the United States new vessels with gross tonnage of atleast
25 per cent of the gross tonnage of the present vessels for which
compensation is claimed. Now, bear in mind that only new
steamships of over 2,000 gross tons are to receive any extra sub-
sidy, and that to build one of these modern steel steamships of
even that small size, fo be of class A1, as required by this bill, will
cost some $250,000.

Now, we have at present engaged in the foreign trade 1,288 ves-
sels, steam and sail (Report of Commissioner of Navigation,
1900, p. 4168). Of these only 64 are steam vessels of over 2,000
gross tons and only 30 of them are sail vessels of over 2,000 gross
tons, or a total of 94 (same report, pp. 178-177). So that we
now have engaged in the foreign trade 1,194 steam and sail ves-
sels, mostly owned by men of limited means, of less than 2,000
gross tons each,

They are not here clamoring for any subsidy, but are busily
engaged in carrying our products to foreign markets, and doing
it as cheaply as the large ocean liners are charging for the very
same service,

And those 1,194 small ships are to Eet no subsidy at all, unless
they do what they can not do—bnild a modern steam vessel of
class A1 of more than 2,000 gross fons. So that all of the subsidy
will go to the few large ships owned by rich corporations, and
these will, with this large subsidy and the assistance of the rail-
roads, underbid these numerous cheap vessels and drive them
from the sea.

Then the few rich lines of snbsidized steamers can combine,
organize a trust, put up the freight rates to suit themselves, and
the farmer and merchant will find that they have been taxed
$180,000,000 under the pretext of building up the merchant marine,
and with the money subsidy sharks have destroyed that open
competition which now exists npon the ocean.

The ocean carrying trade, like other great industries, is rapidly
tending toward concenfration under the control of a few great
corporations, and even Mr, Chamberlain admits this tendency.

On page 16 of his report for 1900 he says:

The nature and extent of the centralization of the ownership of shipping
may be more apparent to the eye from the foucwinl%slist of the 30 largest
steamship companies, owning 5,616,074 tons out of 22,360,358 gross tons recorded
in Lloyd's ter, or one-fourth of the world's steam tonnage,

The great corporations are urging this measure forward, and its
enactment into a law will certainly accelerate that concentration.

The farmer, manufacturer, merchant, and everybody not in this
ring will find that they asked for a fish and were given a serpent,
and while asking for bread they were given a stone.

1 have seen a variety of conclusions and guesses as to what
amount of subsidy a single large steamship would get under this
bill, and so I have taken the pains to make a calculation on one of
them myself, and these figures I vouch to be correct.

Take, for example, the steamer Sf. Louis, of 11,620 gross tonnﬁﬁe,
and allow her to make only one round trip a month from Phila-
delphia to Bremen, a distance of 3,650 miles. You will find that
this one steamer will in one year earn in subsidy alone the enor-
mous sum of $333,671.16, not counting any of the subsidy she ma
earn in going from one foreign port to another, which is also al-
lowed under the bill.

Here are the figures, and nobody can dispute their correctness:

There are 11,629 gross tons, at 1 centeach_._.._.___.. $116.29
One-half cent each grosston ................... e 58.14
So the ship gets for each 100 miles up to 1,500 __ 174,43

And for the first 1,500 miles she gets 15 times that 2
amount, or..... e st iy 2,616.45

But the ship has yet to sail 2,150 miles, for which she gets 1 cent
per gross ton for each 100 miles,

One cent per gross fon wesaidis. ... . .............

And this she gets for the first 100 miles over 1,500, and

for the 2,150 miles she gets 213 times that, or._.....  2,000.23
Then add the subsidy for the first 1,500 miles.._...... 2,616.45
Total main subsidy, outward...__. S SR R 5,116.68

Same amount homeward ... ...« oommeeaeaas b, 116. 68
Round trip main subsidy .- - oocvoaiaaaas 10, 283. 36

But this is a steamship of 21 knots and of over 10,000 gross tons,
so that under the bill she gets 2.3 cents per gross ton extra for her
entire trip outward and 80 per cent of that amount for her entire
trip homeward,

2.3 cents per tonon 11,629 fons ... ........_. cmeea . $207.40

Amount of extra subsidy on each 100 miles and on the
entire distance outward of 3,650 miles.__. ._.__.___. 9,762, 54
Then 80 per cent of this homeward. .......ocooooeeos 7,810.03
_ Extra subsidy, round trip._.__.__.__. i 17,572.57
Main subsidy, round trip .- ...l 10, 233. 36
Total subsidy, each round trip ... ......._______ 27,805.93

And for the 12 round trips which the ship can easily
AR IR B YeRY - o e i 808, 6L 1D

The International Navigation Company owns this ship and
many others, and that rich corporation is running these ships
not for patriotism nor fun, but for the money there is in the basi-
ness.

Tell me, in the name of all that is decent, how much money did
this corporation contribute to the last national campaign fund?

It must have been enormous, or you would crimson at the mero
suggestion of donating more than $300,000 a year to this great
corporation for each of its large steamers. This company is al-
ready making money or it wounld quit the business.

It is quite significant, by the way, that the Commissioner of
Navigation has, on page 16 of his report for 1900, tabulated the
amount of capital stock, dividends, and profits of about thirty of
the leading navigation companies in the world. But he makes no
report about the dividends and profits of this great American
company. This company is named, but the columns are blank all
the way through.

I say these blanks are very significant or the company wonld
not otherwise suppress the figures. Buf suppose it is not making
money. Then it is becanse of the low freight and passenger rates
in the ocean carrying trade. It is because the ocean is the great
highway of the world, and all the nations, with all kinds of ves-
sels, come into our ports and bid to carry our freight.

And it is this competition and these cheap rates this bill seeks
to destroy by driving smaller and cheaper vessels from the sea
and giving a monopoly to a few great corporations.

k for a moment at the utter lack of logic shown by the ad-
vocates of this measure. Theycontend that the slight differences
in wages paid and the cost of construction have driven American
mexghant ships from the sea, and in the next breath propose to
pa¥ large subsidies to some ships and much smaller subsidies to
others, and to others none at all, and yet argue that the more
favored ships will have no advantage over the less favored ones,
and that all alike will be encouraged.

The freedom of this great country, and for which she stands ont
in contrast against all the other governments of antiquity, means
more than the mere right to make and execute our own laws. It
means a destruction of those foolish customs and laws by which
mankind have been trammeled in all past ages. Weare the great
iconoclasts of the earth, and the great destroyers of the household
gods that have been venerated thronézh the centuries. We have
demolished the fetich known as the divine right of kings, and we
have taught the world the most valuable of all lessons—that the
people are capable of governing themselves, and that the best gov-
ernment is the one that gives an equal chance to every citizen and
affords to every one the equal protection of the laws.

‘We have torn up by the roots the venerated doctrine of castes
and established schools for all the children, and we should offer
equal opportunities aliketo the humblest and the greatest. Butthe
greatest freedom we enjoy and the greatest lesson we have taught
mankind is the right to pursue any honest cccupation we please,
and achieve by our own efforts that measure of snccess that
comes to skill, energy, and enterprise, unobstructed by govern-
mental interference and uwnaided by governmental favoritism,
We have tanght mankind that there is no placein a free govern-
ment for the idle stipendiary who receives alms as a recompense
for his purple blood or ancient lineage. We jeer at that divinity
that was thought to hedge about a king and we proclaim a new
and modern aristocracy of working people. Andit is a step back
toward the ancient and the obsolete, it is an insult to the skill,
enterprise, and industry of American citizenship, for this coterie
of shipowners and shipbuilders to come here asking alms at the
hands of this Congress, It is false and preposterous, this conten-
tion that we can cot build ships and operate them cheaper and
better than any other country under the sun. The great march
of modern progress began by the destruction of privilege and
privileged classes. The Sans-culottes who marched out to Ver-
sailles and invited the king to come to town; the ragamuffins
who sang the Marseillaise—these were the pioneers of French
progress. L

They put an end to those royal deadbeats who drew salaries
from the public treasury while their own vast estates were exempt
from taxation. These ragamuffins put an end fo those gilded and
powdered statesmen who sat for months debating questions of
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etiquette for the court. We are not likely to go as far wrong as
did the hardheaded Bourbons, and we are nof likely soon, at least,
to have as bloody a reckoning, But why start in that direction
at all? Every su{sidy voted to help gfivate citizens in their pri-
vate business is a stride toward building up that same old privi-
leged class that in some form or other has in every age proved a
curse to human liberty.

Let me say in conclusion that this strong, young nation can be
prosperous for a while and af the same time violate and disregard
many of the laws of national health and well-being. But to the
nation, as to the man, a time of reckoning comes, and as to both it
is written, ¢ Whatsoever a man soweth that shall he also reap.”
It seems to me that Congressional favoritism to syndicates and
rich corporations could not be shown with more shameless effront-
ery than is presented by the terms of thisbill. Youare progoamg
to add millions to the fortunes of the rich by making still harder
the crust of the poor. 1

This bill, with trnmpet tongue, proclaims more taxes to belevied
upon the plebeian to add to the feast of Lucullus.

Continue in this course, and I warn you that the day of reckon-
ing will come.

The moving finger writes; and having writ,
Moves on; nor all your piety nor wit

Shall lure it to cancel half a line,
Nor all your tears wash out a word of it.

[Applause.]

Mr. SULZER. Mr, Chairman, how much time is there on the
other side remaining?

The CHATRMAN, Twenty-two minutes, under the control of
the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr, SULZER. I trust the gentleman will occupy some of his

time,

Mr. HULL. I have no disposition, Mr. Chairman, to use any
time. 1 understand that I have thirty-two minutes remaining.

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two minutes,

Mr, HULL. My understanding is it is thirty-two minutes; but
I have no disposition to take the time, and if the gentleman from
New York has ccncluded his part of the time I ask that we now
proceed with the reading of the bill under the five-minute rule,

Mr, SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN.

For pay of enlisted men of all grades, including recruits, §14,000,000.

For additional Pay for length of service for enlisted men, exclusive of
Hospital Corps, 31,000,000: Provided, That hereafter all allotments of pay of
.enlisted men of the United States Army, under section 18 of act of Congress
approved March 2, 1809, that have been or shall be paid to the designated al-
after the expiration of one month subsequent to the month in which
said allotments acerued, shall pass to the credit of the disbursing officer who
has made or shall make such payment: That said disbursing officer
ghall, before making payment of said allotments, use, or shall have used, due
diligence in obtaLan%:nd making use of all information that may have been
received in the War rtment relative to the grantors of the allotments:
And provided further, That if an erroneons payment is made because of the
failure of an officer responsible for such report to report, in the manner
prescribed by the Secretary of War, the death of a grantor or any fact which
renders the allotment not %ayshle, then the amount of such erroneous -
ment shall be collected by the Paymaster-General from the officer who f&ﬁ): ‘E)
make such report, if such collectionis practicable: Provided, That ents
in the lar Army on and after April 21, 1898, from which date war was
declared to have existed between the United States and Spain, np to and in-

cluding April 26, 1808, shall be deemed enlistments for the war with Spai
and shall entitle men so enlisting to the extra pay and on the same conditions

ot

granted to men who enlisted in Army subsequent to the declar-
ation of war, for the war only, as ded by an act approved March 8,1899,
entitled * An act making spproprina.rt?ans for the support of the Regular and

Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, i

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chai I wish
to offer an amendment to come in after the words **nineteen hun-
dred,” in line 12,

The Clerk read as follows:

On !&m 6, at the end of line 12, insert the following:

-3 t the provisions of section 1 of the act of Jan 12, 1809, be extended
aoa.stoal?plyt.oalloﬂicem and enlisted men authorized by the act of March
2, 1809, who served honestly and fnithful]_ytgoayond the limits of the United
States: Provided, That all officers and enlisted men anthorized by said act of
March 2, 1889, who have heretofore or may hereafter be
of muster out of their respective organizations in consequence of wounds or
physical disabilities, shall receive an amount, in addition to the amount paid
o e i shall ke e toal . pd oqupmiantf o month

i commmzm, if an officer, or place of enlistment, ifan e,;:lmr.ed man.”

Mr. HULL, Mr. Chairman, I reservea pointof order. I want
to sa‘_E to the gentleman from Massachusetts that if he will strike
out the proviso I will not make the point of order against it; but
that proviso goes too far, and I will not consent to that going into
the bill without its introduction into the House as an independent
proposition, when the House can have an opportunity to fully
consider it.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I will consent to the
withdrawal of the latter part of the amendment if the gentleman
from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Military i

will insist on his point of order against the whole section, pmvided
XXXIV—147

in advance | $500,

this is not done. I do mot wish to endanger that portion of the
amendment which provides for the Fayment of two months’ extra
Say to the men now serving in the Philippines. Twomonths’ad-

itional pay was given to the men who served in the Spanish-
American war who enlisted for the war only, through an amend-
ment to the Army a}fpropriation bill which I offered in the Fifty-
fifth Congress, and I desire the same consideration for the men
who are now doing our fighting in the Philippines, both regular
and volunteer,

This extra two months’ pay should be given to all the soldiers,
the regnlar as well as the volunteer; and if it were not for the
fact that members of the Mili Affairs Committee have in-
formed me of their intention to make a point of order if this was
done, the effect of which would be to strike out the whole para-
graph, I would so frame my amendment.

I did not see any reason why any discrimination should have
been made against the re who gerved in the Spanish-American
war when the additional two months’ pay was being voted upon
in the Fifty-fifth Congress, and I can not see any reason now why
he should not receive the two months’ extra pagen

Iintend bringing this matter up before the ate Committee
on Military Affairs, in the hope that the amendments may be en-
larged so as fo give to all men, soldiers and officers, regular and
volunteer alike, who have served during either the Spanish-
American or Philippine war the extra pay; two months’ extra
%ay to those whose service extended beyond the bounds of the

nited States and one month’s extra pay to those serving within
the United States, - -

I hope the gentleman from Iowa will not object, after he has
given the matter proper consideration, to my offering the latter
part of the amendment which I have just asked to be withdrawn,
at some other stage of the bill,

Surely he will admit if an enlisted man or officer retires from
active duty by reason of wounds or disability, he is entitled to the
extra two months’ pay and travel pay to his home.

I think tbe enlisted men in the Army are grossly underpaid,
and if I had my way the men who bear the brunt of the battle,
whbt endure the hardships and fatigue incident to fighting in a

pical and nunhealthy countryagainst an insidious and guerrilla
lethodl] of warfare, wonld receive at least $25 per mont [Ap-
planse,

In accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa,
and in order that the whole paragraph may not go out on a point
of order, I withdraw all after the words ** United States,” in line 7.
If the House will not give its consent to the admission of this pro-
vision at some later section of the bill, I will press the matter be-
fore the Senate Committee on Military Affairs.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of line 12 add the following:
“That the provisions of section 1 of the act of Jan: 12, 1899, be extended
so asto agply to all officers and men auth by the act of March
o served honestly and faithfully beyond the limits of the United

2,1899, w
States.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The %tlxestion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For pay of 42 veterinarians, at §1,500, $63,000.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire o offer an amendment in
line 4, page 13, after the word ** dollars:”

Provided, That 12 of the veterinarians herein provided for may be assigned
to the artillery.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from [owa offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That 12of the veterinarians herein provided for may be assigned
to the artillery. - ¥,

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:
8, when anthorized

For mileage to officers and contract surgeon: by law,
000: Provided, That hereafter officers so traveling shall be paid 7ycenta
per mile and no more; distances to be mmémted and mileage to be paid over
the shortest usually traveled routes, with deduction as hereinafter provided;
and payment and settlement of mileage accounts of officers shall be mada
%gco g to ts}:]sht:noes and deguc&onf’ oompni:ted én'er ::iutfa ﬁstablished l:lnd

mileage prepared by the Paymaster-General of the Army under
the direction of the Secretary of War; and all payments made b; gaymas-
ters on account of mileage previous to the passage of this act shall {ve settled
in accordance with distance tables officially promulgated and in use at date
of payment. The Becretary of War may determine what shall constitute
travel and duty * without troops' within the meaning of the laws governing
the payment of mileage and commutation of quarters to officers of the Army:
Provided further, That officers who so desire may, upon application to
Quartermaster’s Department, be furnished with {ransportation requests,
exclusive of sleeping and ﬁlm‘ car accommodations, for the entire journey
under their orders; and transportation so furnished shall be a
againstt&a:ﬁwr‘smﬂuge amgnt,tobegamd&tha mtetd:!genta T
mile Eymnﬂar ying the accoun 0 amount so dedu
tbenbgiunts mrt:;ed o%tcfz nnnuthorimgi ofﬁr%erot the

ent 3 cen e for transportation furnished over any railroad

m not a me,%:gnd-aidod, or 50 per cent land-grant rnﬂmu{l for the
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credit of the s;}prokerintion for tr tion of the Army and its
urt

supplies:
e established route of travel a.&'lul, in

And provided r, That when
whole or in part. be over the line of any railroad on which the troops and
supplies of the United States are entitled to be transported free of charge,

or over any of the bond-aided Pacific railroads, or over any i0 per cent land-
grant railroad, officers traveling as herein provided for shall, for the travel
over such roads, be furnished with tr rtation requests, excluzive of
sleeping and parlor car accommodations, the Quartermaster’s Depart-
ment: And provided further, That when transportation is furnished by the
Quartermaster's Department, or when the established route of travel is over
any of the railroads above specified, there shall be deducted from the officer’s

ileage account by the paymaster paying the same 8 cents per mile for the
distance for which transportation has been or should have been furnished:
And provided further, That actual expenses only shall be paid to officers for
sea travel when traveling, as herein provided for, to, from, or between our
island ions: Provided also, That hereafter when an officer shall be
discharged from the service, except by way of punishment for an offense,
he shall receive for travel allowances from the place of his discharge to the
place of his residence at the time of his appointment or to the place of his
original muster into the service 1 cents per mile; and an enlisted man when
discharged from the service, except by way of punishment for an offense,
shall receive 4 cents per mile from the place of his discharge to the place of
his enlistment, enrollment, or original muster into the service: Pr Sur-
ther, That any officer or enlisted man in the service of the United States who
was discharged in the Philippine Islands and there reentered the service
throngh commission or enlistment shall, when discharged, except by way of

unlsgment for an offense, receive for travel allowances from the place of

is discharge to the place in the United States of his last preceding appoint-
ment or enlistment, 4 cents per mile: Provided further, That for sea travel
on discharﬁ:, to, from, or between our island possessions, actual expenses
only shall be paid to officers and transportation and subsistence only shall
be furnished to enlisted men,

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment
to that paragraph, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

Mr.MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I wishtoreserve
a point of order to this.

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts desires

to reserve a point of order prior to the amendment.

Mr. HULL. I think, Mr. Chairman, we had better dispose of
the point of order first.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from
Arkansas will lie on the table for the present. the gentle-
man from Massachusetts raise the point of order to the entire

paragrahg)h? :

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. I raise the point of order, Mr,
i , to getsome explanation from the chairman of the com-

mittee,

Mr. HULL. What does the gentleman desire information on?

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts., Iwonld liketoask what change
of law is made in this paragraph?

Mr. HULL. I will state to the House the changes in detail.
In line 14, page 14, the word * hereafter” ia inserted, with the
hoPe that we can fix this mileage =so that we shall not have to put
it into the appropriation bill each year. In line 19, in the words
“t accounts of officers shall be made according to distances and de-
ductions comguted over routes established and by mileage tables
prepared by the Paymaster-General of the Army, under the direc-
tion of the Secretary of War,” there is a change by putting in the
additional words. Under the act as we passed it last year tﬁe mile-
agetablesof the War Department were made the basis by which the
Paymaster can pay the troo?s. There has been some little differ-
ence between the Comptroller and the War Department on this
matter of deduction; and thislangnage is put in by the consent of
the Aunditor for the War Department and the Pay Department
agreeing on what they shall do.

One reason why the mileage tables of the War Department
should govern is this: You cannot change the mileage tables very
often, because it takes months to prepare them and months to

ublish them, and a large expense to get them out. They are the
is under the law, as we have passed it heretofore, for the pay-
master in settling with the troops and officers. Now when the
Comptroller makes a change it changes the entire system of mile-
age for the War Department, and this measure puts it on the
shortest usually traveled route, but makes the War Department
tables final.

The words *‘and contract road” are left out, for the reason that
you can not tell from month to month what is a contract road, as
it is constantly changing schedule that makes utterly worthless
the tables prepared by the War Department on mileage. A road
mag be a contract road to-day and out of contract to-morrow.
If they have to take it over the shortest usually traveled route it
protects the Government.

1 am going on through this paragraph, with the consent of the

ntleman from Massachusetts. The next new legislation is line

5, where it says the Secretary may determine what shall consti-
tute travel and duty ‘¢ without troops ” within the meaning of the
laws governing the payment of mileage and commutation of

narters to officers of the Army. That is put in for the reason
that for the first time in the history of the Government the
Comptroller has decided that one man, an orderly going with an
officer, is traveling * with troops,” and therefore he should have
no mileage at all. I think that every man will recognize the ab-
surdity of that. An officer is ordered from here to Chicago for
the purpose of commencing recruiting, and he takes an orderly

with him. They all need an orderly; they have got to have one.
He takes the se nt with him, and under the recent decision of
the Comptroller he is not allowed mileage. This leaves it to the
Secretary of War to determine what is traveling with or without
troo;;:i. That is all, and it seems to me it is a wise and necessary
provision.

On the commutation of quarters part, at all the recruiting sta-
tions one soldier with the officer deprives him of commutation of
quarters. The only way they can get around that is to hire a
civilian and abolish the custom of having an orderly, which they
need, or a sergeant and a corporal,at a recruiting station. Take
it at the department headquarters at San Francisco or St. Paul,
and I think even in Washington, under the decision they do not
dare to have a private soldier, enlisted and paid by the Govern-
ment, to perform any duties at headquarters if they are to have
commutation.

As I said a while ago, this is the first time in the whole history
of the Government that the Comptroller has held this. But when
the Comptroller of the Treasury does hold anything it is easier
to change the laws of the Medes and Persians than to change a
decision of a ComFtroller of the Treasury. Mg understanding is
that this is satisfactory to the Secretary and the Department.
The Comptroller, as I say, holds that under the present law one
soldier with an officer is traveling with troops. An officer ma
be sent from one part of the country to another on duty. I thi
gentlemen will see that if he has only one soldier with him he is
not traveling with troops.

Now,in line 11, page 15, the words * and of ” are put in. That
does not need any explanation.

Beginning with line 13, gentlemen will find a provision for *“3
cents per mile for transportation furnished over any railroad
whichisnot a free, bond-aided, or 50 per cent land-grant railroad.”

That is new; but I do not remember the reason for it. The
%ovision applying to “* 50 per cent land-grant railroads " is new.

e simply strike out the contract roads; that is the whole object.
We struck out those, as I said a while ago, because they are con-
stantly changing; and the mileage tables, %repared at great ex-
pense and with great care, are utterly worthless in the event of
such chan%es as there were last year.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I call the gentleman’s atten-
tion to the langnage on pages 16 and 17.

Mr. HULL. That is the same that we have now. On page 20
will be found this proviso:

Provided also, That hereafter when an officer shall be dischﬁuﬁed from the
service, except by way of punishment for an offense, he 8 receive for
aﬂ::'c:l allowances from the place of his discharge to the place of his resi-

Lo} 5

And so forth,

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. What is the existing law?

Mr. HULL. We passed a bill the other day giving this to three
regiments, because one of them had just been brought back, Our
reason for putting this provision in the bill was to cover any indi-
vidual cases that might arise in other regiments. The bill passed
the other daﬂgﬁ‘unanimons consent gave this fo three regiments,
because the of the enlistments were in those regiments.

Let me explain the reason for this provision. A man first en-
lists, for instance, in Nashville, Tenn.; he goes to the Philippines
and serves his term of enlistment. He reenlists, Those soldiers
who have heretofore enlisted from Tennessee have had a contract
with the Government that they shall be paid in addition to the
mileage that they receive at the time of their enlistment full
mileage to the Blaee of their original enlistment. We inserted
that provision here to obviate the necessity of passing hereafter
legislation covarin% those individual cases. If we had had time
when the other bill was before the Hounse two or three days ago
we would have put in these provisions in lieu of the provision
which came to us from the Senate. But there was a regiment
then at San Francisco being mustered out, and that bill was passed
to cover that particular regiment and two others. But in many
cases men have enlisted in other regiments, and if some provision
of this kind is not made they will be discharged at San ¥rancisco
without any payment for fransportation fo their homes, because
the place of their enlistment the second time under the regular
law would be Manila.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. I take if, from what the chair-
man has said, that his committee has investigated this question
of mileage thorong;hé{. I am not speaking now about the propo-
sition in regard to soldiers going to the Philippines. I am speak-
ing of the alteration in the law of milea t, I understand,
the committee has investigated thoroughly.

Mr. HULL. We have investigated it for the last four or five

years.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And you believe the law should
be changed in the manner indicated?

Mr. HULL. We believe that with this proposed change we
shall have very little trouble with this matter hereafter.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman knows that I
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made some little investigation of this matter myself at the Depart-
ment, and it seems to me the saving in printing mileage tables
wonld probably more than make up for whatever extra expense
there might be under the law as changed. Y

Mr. H%’LL. Without this change I think great difficulty might
arise, It might be impossible to furnish paymasters with mileage
tables, becanse they could not be gotten out rapidly enough tokeep
up with the changes. A

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. In view of the gentleman’s
statements and of the committee’s full investigation of the sub-
ject, I withdraw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE].

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after “enlistment,” in line 1, page 17, the words * or to his home, if
he was appointed or enlisted at a place other than his home."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For additional 10 per cent increase on pay of officers serving at foreign
stations, £500,000: Provided, That hereafter the pay proper of all officers and
enlisted men serving beyond the limits of the States comprising the Union
and the Territories of the United States contiguous thereto, increased
10 per cent for officers and 20 cent for enlisted men over and above
the rates of pay proper as fixed by law for time of peace, and the time of
such service 1 be counted from the date of departure from said States to
the date of return thereto: Provided further, That the officers and enlisted
men who have served in China at any time since the 26th day of May, 1800,
shall be allowed and paid for such service the same increase of pay proper as
is herein provided for.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I reserve a point of order on
this paragraph until I can hear some explanation of it.

Mr. HULL. By previous legislation we allowed to enlisted men
serving in Cuba, Porto Rico, Alaska, and the Philippines 20 per
cent additional pay, and to officers serving in those localities 10
per cent additional. « This did not cover the cases of officers and
men ordered from the Philippines to China. By reason of the
gpecific provision I have named, this extra pay was denied to men
ordered from the Philippines to China, although subjected in
China to harder work and greater dangers than soldiers serving
in the Philippines. In making the change embodied in this para-
graph we had no purpose except to cover just such cases.

. MOODY of Massachusetts, Iwithdraw the point of order.

Mr.CANNON. Thereisinthisparagraph,Ithink, anoversight,
to which, if I had time, I would call the attention of the chair-
man of the committee, But I offer an amendment which I think
will explain itself.

The amendment of Mr, CANNON was read, as follows:

To the paragraph last read add the following:

“ Provi furtfer, That enlisted men rece%ving or entitled to the 20 per

cent increased pay he*ein authorized shall not be entitled to or receive any
increased compensation for what is known as extra or special duty.”

Mr. HULL. I have no objection tothat amendment.
The amendment was a, to.
The Clerk read as follows:

All the monaf)é:ereinbetom appropriated ghall be disbursed and accounted
for by the Pay Department as pay of the Army, and for that purpose shall
constitute one fund.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I offer the amendment which
I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
an amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after “appropriated,” in line 13, page 18, the words “ except the ap-
propriation for mileage of officers where authorized by law.”

Mr. HULL. I have no objection fo that.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT,

Subsistence of the Army: Purchase of subsistence supplies: For issue, as
rations to troops, civil employees when entitled thereto, hospital matrons
and nurses, general %risonars of war (including Indians held by the Armg as
?ﬁaoners, bat for whose subsizstence a'gpropriatlon is not otherwise made);

or sales to officers and enlisted men of the Army; for authorized issues of
candles; of toilet articles, barbers’, laundry, and failors' materials, for use
of general prisoners confined at military posts without pay or allowan
and recruits at recruiting stations; of matches for lighting public fires an
lights at posts and stations and in the field; of flour used for gtsto in target
practice; of salt and vinegar for public animals; of issnes Indians em-
_ ployed with the Army, without pay, as guides and scouts, and for toilet

paper for use by enlisted men at post camps, rendezvous, and officers, where

water-closets are provided with sewer connections. For payments: For
meal!s for recruiting parties and recruits; for hot coffee, canned beef, and
baked beans for troops traveling, when it is impracticable to cook their ra-
tions; for scales. weights, measures, utensils, tools, stationery, blank books
and forms, printing, advertising, commercial newspapers, use of telephones,
office furniture; for temrorar buildings, cellars, and other means of pro-
tecting subsistence supplies (when not provided by the Quartermaster’s De-
partment); for coffee roasters and coffee mills; for commissary chests, com-
plete, and for renewal of their outfits; for fleld desks of commissaries; for
extra pagr to enlisted men employed on extra duty in the Subsistence De-
partment for periods of not less than ten days, at rates fixed by law; for
compensation of civilians employed in the Subsistence Department, md for
other ¥ exy incident toth?nrchase, care, preservation, issue,
sale,and accounting for subsistence supplies for the Army. For the payment
of the ation allowances for commutation in lien of rations: To enlisted
men on 1oug!ﬁ to ordnance se: ts on duty at
enlisted men sta

ungarrisoned posts, to
oned at places where rations in kind can not be economic-

allg issued, to enlisted men traveling on detached duty when it is impracti-
cable to carry rations of any kind, to enlisted men selected to contest for
places or prizes in department and army rifle competitions while traveling
to and from places of contest; to be expended under the direction of the Sec-
retary of War, §12,000,000.

Mr. HULL. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend the bill in line 22,
page 18, after the semicolon, by inserting the words “military
convicts at posts.” 1 do that for the reason that the military
prison at Leavenworth is now abolished and a large number of
soldiers suffering from the verdicts of courts-martial are kept a¢
posts, and it is a question whether the Department has a right
to expend any portion of this fund for them unless these words
are inserted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

i Inset;t on page 18, line 22, after the semicolon, the words *“ military convicts
at posts.”

Mr, HULL. And then a semicolon after that.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, HULL. Now, in lines 5 and 6, page 19, there is a misprint.
What was intended by the committee was to put in the word
“‘posts ” with a comma, “camps” with a comma, ‘““rendezvous
and offices,” not ** officers.”

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the clerical errors
ir;di{itated by the gentleman from Iowa will be corrected by the
Clerk.

There was no objection,

Mr. HULL. Inline9,page19, the words *canned beef” shounld
be stricken out and the words * canned meats™ inserted. I move
to make that amendment. That is not a clerical error, but it was
a mistake in the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the word * beef" and insert the word *meats" in lieu thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, HULL. In line 16 the words ““and coffee mills” gshould be
stricken out for the reason that that belongs in the Quartermaster’s
Department. 2

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, on page 20, line 8, after the word
¢ contest,” there should be inserted the words ‘*and to male and
female nurses on leave of absence,”

Since the estimates were made for this bill we have created a
co?s of female nurses withont abolishing entirely the male nurses,
and these words are necessary in order to enable both classes to be
provided for.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word “ contest,” in line 8, page 20, insert the words “and tomale
and female nurses on leave of absence.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

For the purchase of 100 pounds of ice, at not to exceed 30 cents per 100
pounds, per day for each organization (company, troop, battery, or band
stationed in our insular possessions where ice can be furnished, estimated a:
500 a&'agang!n.%%m, three hundred and sixty-five days, at not to exceed 30 cents
per day. i i,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, since the insertion of this provi-
sion the War Department has called the attention of the commit-
tee to the fact that it might defeat its whole purpose by making a
mathematical computation on this ice, and have recommended us
simply to appropriate for the ice; therefore I move to strike ont
lines 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 and to insert:

For ice for organizations of enlisted men stationed in island possessions
where ice can %ﬁ furnishgd, 54,750 4

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Pnge 21, lines 3 to 9, inclusive, strike out the paragraph and insert:
“For ice for organizations of enlisted men Bgﬁoned in island possessions
where ice can be furnished, §54,750.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Incidental expenses: Pos , cost of telegrams on official business re-
ceived and sent by officers of the Army; extra pay to soldiers employed on
extra duty, under the direction of the Quartermaster's Department, in the
erection of ,quarters,and storehouses, in the construction of r
and other constant labor for periods of not less than ten days, and as clerks
for post quartermasters at military posts, and for prison overseers at posts
designated by the War Department for the confinement of general prisoners;
for expenses of expresses to and from frontier posts and armies in the fleld,
of escorts to paymasters and other disbursing officers and to trains where
military escorts can not be furnished; expenses of the interment of officers
killed in action or who die when on duty in the fleld, or at military posts or
on the frontiers, or when traveling under orders, and of noncommissioned
officers and soldiers; and that in all cases where they would have been law-
ful claims against the Government reimbursement may be eof expenses
heretofore or hereafter incurred by individuals of burial and transportation
of remains of officers, including actingassistant s ns, not toexceed what
is now allowed in the cases of officers, and for the reimbursementin the cases
of enltatied ‘?;en of what tlo?d now tj.i:'ilgwed in &l%ig'tmtgesdril;ar be paid ﬂguﬁ of the

roper Inn a a an -] hm olficers shall
Ee é:%djted with such reimbursement heretofore made; authorized office fur-
niture; hire of laborers in the Quartermaster's Department, includlnﬁ the
hire of interpreters, spies, or guides for the Army; compensation of clerks
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and sther employees to the officers of the Quartermaster's Department, and
incidental expenses of recruiting; for the apprehension, se , and deliv-
ering 6f deserters and the expenses incident to their pursuit, nnﬁ nogreater
sum than $50 for each deserter shall, in the discretion of the Secretary of
‘War, be paid to any civil officer or citizen for such services and expenses; for
a donation of § to each dishonorably discharged prisoner upon release
from confinement under court martial sentence involving dishonorable dis-
charge; for the following expenditures required for the several regiments of
cavalry, the batteries of Iigg[h‘eartillarg, and such companies of infantry and
scouts as may be monnted, the anthorized number of officers’ horses, and for
the trains, to wit: Hire of veterinary surgeons, purchase of medicines for
horses and mules, picket ro blacksmiths’ tools and materials, horseshoes
and blacksmiths' tools for the cavalry service, and for the shoeing of horses
and mules, and such additional expendituresas are necessary and authorized
by law in the movements and operations of the Army and at military posts,
and not expressly assigned to any other department, £2,400,000,

Mr. BULL. Mr., Chairman, I want to offer an amendment
that has not been submitted to the Committee on Military Affairs,
because we have not had an opportunity to pass upon it, In line
15, page 23, after the word “*made,” insert the words:

Provided, That hereafter no reimbursements shall be made of such ex-
penses incurred prior to the 21st day of April, 1598,

And I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that since we passed this bill
to reimburse, a great many claims are being filed going back to
the civil war, and the Comptroller of the Treasury holds that un-
der the law as we passed it at the last session it opens up all these
claims, and we shall enter npon a sea of investigation that nobody
dreamed of when we passed the law last year.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend-
ment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 15, 23, after the word “‘made," insert:

A Pmuidecfeﬁiat hereafter no reimbursement shall be made of such ex-
penses incurred prior to the 21st day of April, 1868.”

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, before
that amendment is acted on I should like to ask the chairman of
the committee if the section just read makes the apgmpriations
under which anthority is granted to pay the amount of $35 toward
the funeral expenses of each enlisted soldier and §75 toward the
funeral expenses of each officer?

Mr., HT?EE. It involves the expenses. I do not know that it
says the exact amount, Itis an exact reproduction of the law
g.a.ssed at the last session up to this point. I want to say very

ankly that unless there is a provision to limit this matter in
this way I shall move to strike out the whole thing.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will it
be in order to offer an amendment after I have submitted some re-
marks upon this matter of appropriation for removing the re-
mains of enlisted men and officers who die in the service?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is now discussing the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I can offer another
amendment after the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa has
been disposed of?

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. Y

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I hold
in my hand at the present time a statement from the Quarter-
master-General in reply to aletter which I wrote him in December
last, in regard to a claim submitted by one Julia E. Roberts
for the $35 which is authorized by law to be paid to the family or
the next of kin of a deceased soldier. The Department replied in
answer to that request that the $35 had been spent in providing a
zine-lined casket to take the remains of that soldier from the
Philippine Islands to this country, and that no further expendi-
ture could be allowed.

Now. Mr. Chairman, in the consular and diplomatic appropria-
tion bill which passed this Hounse yesterday, there is, on page 9, an
appropriation of $5,000 for defraying the expenses of transporting

eremains of diplomaticand consular officersof the United States,
including consular clerks; and not only are the actual expenses in-
curred in the shipment of the bodies from different parts of the
world paid by the United States Government, but the actual fu-
neral expenses when those bodies have been brought to this coun-

and buried, are paid.

r. Chairman, it seems fo me that when a mother or a father
sends a boy in the full blush and vigor of manhood, as is required
by the regulations of enlistment in the United States A:mg’, into
the service of the United States, and that man goes four, five, or
six thousand miles away to fight for his country at §15 a month,
if that boy is killed or dies of disease, and his body is returned, the
United States Government ought to pay some portion of the burial

es.

Mm I submit, Mr. Chairman, that I do not think it is fair for
the chairman of the committee to make any objection to a provi-
gion of this kind when the United States Government is on record
and has made an appropriation within twenty-four hours to pay
all the e incidental to the burial of men in the consular
service who receive from one thousand to ten thousand dollars a
year, while the soldier who fights for the protection of this Gov-
ernment and the honor of the American at §15 a month is
buried at the expense of his family or nearest of

Four months and in some cases more than a year's time elapses
between the time of last payment to the soldier and the arrival
in this country of his body, yet the family or friends are supposed
to pay the entire cost of burial, except a zine-lined casket. The
United States Government takes him in the full vigor of asplendid
manhood and after he has valiantly served his country, fought for
its flag, and died in its defense, his body is sent back like so much
clay, uncared for, nnhonored, and unnoticed.

I ask the House to vote for this provision, which does not mean
much to this Government, but which is a good deal to the poor
family or relatives of Uncle Sam’s fighting gnard.

Mr. HULL. Isuppose the gentleman realizes that the commit-
tee with which I am connected has nothing to do with the ques-
tion which the gentleman is discussing. This amendment only
provides that we shall not go back forty years and take up old
claims that might now be trumped up, when there is no oppor- _
tunity whatever to test the validity of them.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I wishtoofferanamend-
ment.

Mr. HULL. I ask that my amendment be passed on before the
ggntleman submits another, becausehis does not apply to the same
thing.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Ithink my amendment
does apply.

The CHLIRMAN . -Doesthe gentleman offer an amendment to
the amendment?

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers an amendment to the
amendment. ’

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Afterthe word *“mads,”
in line 15 on o 23,

The C .
there. : i
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I will add that amend-
ment to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
the following amendment to the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa:

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to the amendment the following:

**And of this amount §35 shall be to the family or next of kin of each
enlisted man, and $75 to the family or next of kin of each officer, outside of
any money spent by the Government in the transportation of the remains of
such enlisted man or officer.”

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order upon
that.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusefts. If that is subject tothe
pgimi1 of order, your amendment is certainly subject to the point
of order.

Mr. HULL, It is not germane at all to the amendment that I
offered, to begin with.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Your amendment is nob
germane, because you go back forty years.

Mr. HULL. If it should go in, it should not go inat this place.
I want to say to the gentleman from Massachusetts here is a pro-
vision which seems to me does not limit it to §35:

And that in all cases where they would have lawful claims agaimst tho
Government reimbursement may be made of expenses heretofore or here-
after incurred by individuals of burial and transportation of remains of offi-
cers, including actingsaﬁsimmt. surgeons, not to exceed what is now allowed
in case of officers and for the reimbursement in the cases of enlisted mon of
what is now allowed in their cases.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Not to exceed $35.

Mr. HULL. Why not put that in there? This amendment, in
my judgment, would carry with it pay to next of kin, whether
they had paid a dollar or not. There are a great many nex’ of
kin that do not pay anything.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Iwillamend theamend-
ment in that way, so as to put it in where the gentleman sung-
gests,

Ehir. HULL., Itis best not to have it placed where you are now
offering it.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I will withdraw the
amendment at the request of the gentleman from Iowa, chairman
of the committee, and ask that it be added at another portion of
this paragraph, provided he agrees not to make a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Iowa, which the Clerk has heretofore

There is pending an amendment to come in

reported.

?[‘(iw uestion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. %ITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Now I understand, Mr.
Chairman, the gentleman suggests that I offer the amendment
after the word **incur,” to insert ‘‘ not to exceed $35.”

Mr, HULL. What line?

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. In line 8 I wish to
have the amendment which has just been read by the Clerk in-
serted after the word ‘“incur,” in line 8.

Mr, HULL. Let us have it read,so as to see what it means,
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The Clerk read as follows:
Insert in line 8, after the word *‘incur,” on page 23, the following amend-
52
m(:?()f this amount §35 shall be paid to the family or next of kin of each en-
listed man and &5 to the family or next of kin of each officer outside of any
money spent by the United Statesin the transportation of the remains of the
said enlisted man or officer.”

Mr, HULL. I want to reserve a point of order upon that. It
does not seem fo fit. . :

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I will make it “‘legal
representative,” in place of next of kin. [After a pause.] :
Chairman, I ask unanimons consent that we pass over this para-
graph without prejudice, so that the amendment may be offered
at another time. I think I can so change thelanguage as to cover
the point and still have it unobjectionable to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the amendment
and asks unanimous consent that this paragraph may be passed
over, reserving to him the right to offer an amendment.

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to that. As the gentleman
has got the present amendment if would not do.

There was no objection. - Ay

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in line 20 on page 23, I move
to insert the words ** including escaped military prisoners” after
the word *‘ deserters.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 20, after the word * deserters,” insert “ including escaped military
prisoners.”

The amendment was agreed to. s

Mr. HULL. Ioffer another amendment. In line 22, after the
word “ deserter,” insert the words *‘ or escaped military prisoner.”

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 22, after the word ‘‘deserter,” insert “* or escaped military pris-
oner."”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT.

Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hospital
En ;lies,inclndino?diainfmnts for mﬂitaryl:)osts_, camps, hospil ]{Eﬁt&l
ships, and transports; for the purchase, installation, operation, an te-
nance of ice-making pizmhs; for ex of medical supply depots; for medi-
cal careand treatment not otherwise provided for of o ted men
of the Army, and of prisoners of war and other persons in military custody
or confinement, under such regulations as shall have been or shall be pre-
gcribed by the Secretary of War; for the proper care and treatment of epi-
demic and contagious diseases in the Army or at military posts or stations,
including measures to prevent the spread thereof, and the %ment of reason-
able dama%cs not otherwise provided for for clothing and ding injured or
destroyed in such prevention; for the pay of male and female nurses, cooks,
and other civilians employed for the pm&ar care of sick officers and solaiers,
undersuch reguiations fixing their number, assignment, pay, and allowances
as shall have been or shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and dis-
bursing officers of the Army agnli be credited with all cgayments heretofore
or to be hereafter made by them inaccordance with such regulations: for the

v of civilian physicians employed to examine physically applicants for en-

istment and enlisted men, and to render other professi services from
time to time under prcéper authority; for the pay of other employees of the
Medieal Department; for the payment of express companies and local trans-
fers employed directly by the Medical Dc?artment for the transportation of
medical and hospital supplies, including bidders’samples and water for anal-
}'ai.s: for nupfdies for use in teaching the artof cooking to the Hospital Corps;

or the supply of the ArmH and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.; for ad-
vertisin% laundry, and all other necessary miscellaneous expenses of the
Medical Department, §2,000,000.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order upon the paragraph, not because I object to the appro-
priation or the amount of money, but more particularly on account
of the language contained in the lines beginning with the middle
of line 18 and going down to the end of line 25, page 29, which ap-
parently establishes a civilian corps attached fo the Medical De-
partment of the Army—
under such regulations fixing their number, assignment, pay, and allow-
ances as shall have been or shaﬂab]?nﬁrmibed by the Secretary of War, and
disbursing officers of the Army be credited with all payments hereto-
fore or to be hereafter made by them in accordance with such regunlations.

I particularly call the attention of the Chair to the word ““here-
tofore.” The **disbursing officers of the Army shall be credited
with all payments heretofore * * * made in accordance with
such regulations.” The effect of that is that the Secretary of
War may make to-day regulations, and under the provisions of

-this bill the disbursing officer shall be credited the entire amount
of expenditures which have not hitherto been authorized by law.
For instance, if last fiscal year a disbursing officer made an ex-
gia;d:ture entirely unauthorized by law, his accounts would be
llowed, would be a claim, perhaps a claim which ought to be
allowed by Congress, and perhaps one which would not beallowed,
but still a claim which would requirelegislation. Now, concealed
in the midst of this language, in an appropriation bill—I do not
mean any reflection—is absolutely the payment and settlement of
a claim, nothing more or less than a claim. Now, it does not
seem to me that that onghtto be done in this way, and for that rea-
gon I am constrained to make the point of order,
Mr, HULL. Mr, Chairman, there is no question in my mind

cersand enlis

but that the whole paragraph is subject to a point of order, but I
want to say to the gentleman that there is one case where it may
be necessary. There is a law on the statute book, and has been
for forty or fifty years, that gives to the nurses of the Army 40
cents a day. Now, they conld not get nurses at 40 cents a day,
and the Surgeon-General contracted for them at $40 a month dur-
ing the Spanish war. They have been paid for, but the Comp-
troller of the Currency has been threatening to hold up all these
accounts, They were civilian employees.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetfs. Let me suggest to the gentle-
man to bring in a specific provision for that, and I will raise no
point of order against it. Thedifficnlty is that under these things
which ought to be done they insert general language and permit
many things to be done which no one would approve of.

Mr. HULL. Oneother thing. Heretofore we have covered the
medical supplies of two or three million dollars in two or three
lines. Now, we have been more specific, but if the gentleman
insists upon his point of order it all must go out.

The GE’AIB.B&N Does the gentleman’s point of order cover
the whole paragraph, or only the lines indicated? i

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The lines indicated.

Mr. CANNON. I think it ought to be broader than that.
think it ought to cover the entire paragraph.

Mr. HULL. Then we shall have to put in other words.

Mr. CANNON, I will suggest, and in no captions spirit, that
the whole paragmtgh ought to go out. One thing occurs to one
member and another thing to another, and I have no doubt the
gentleman had certain things in view which he wanted to cor-
rect; but as the gentleman from Massachusetts has said, in his
attempt to cure one thing he is curing a good many things he had
not in his mind. I am not at all sure but that this wonld utilize
this appropriation for the treatment of officers and men on a fur-

lough.
If it does, it is too broad.

I

Mr. HULL. I think not.

Mr, CANNON. I thinkit would.

Mr. HULL. I want to say that the Military Committee put
this in because if is in the estimate set out at great length, and the
reasons for it were given at the hearing before the committee at
considerable length by the Surgeon-General. We stated to him
at the time that it was entirely subject to a point of order, but
we would put it in, and if it met with the approval of the Com-
mittee of the Whole, all right, and if it did not we would make no
contest,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois extends the
point of order to the entire paragraph, and the Chair sustains the
point of order.

Mr, HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to move to amend,
after the words ‘* Medical and Hospital Department,” by insert-
ing the following: * For the purchase of medical and hospital sup-
plies and all other necessary miscellaneous expenses in the Med-
ical Department of the Army, $2,000,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the committee offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the words ** Medical and Hospital Department* insert “ for the pur-
chase of medical and hospital supplies and all other necessary miscellaneons
expenses for the Medical Department of the Army, $2,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The %ueation was taken and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the purchase of material for use of United States Engineer School and
for instruction of engineer troops at Fort Totten, Willets Point, in their
gpecial duties as sappers and miners; for land and submarine nes, pon-
toniers, torpedo drill, and signalin g. and for travel exPenses of officers on
gg;_lurnfiys aﬁpﬁrﬁved by the Chief of Engineers and made for the purpose of in-

ction, §1,500.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I would like a
litfle explanation on this paragmgh.

Mr. HULL. I suppose, Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from
Massachusetts refers to the words *‘for travel expenses of officers
on journeys approved by the Chief of Engineers and made for the

pug.oee of instroction?”
. MOODY of Massachusetts. That is the one.

Mr. HULL. The mileage provision will not cover the expenses
of engineer officers going to a city for the purpose of instruction.
It has got to be approved by the Chief of Engineers, and it will
be only his actual expenses. It waives the mileage and gives in
place 7 cents a mile. I

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. He gets his mileage, travel to
and from?

Mr. HULL. No; for instruction he gets actual expenses.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Under the existing law what
would he get?

Mr. HULL. Hismil and nothing else.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. He gets his pay?

Mr. HULL. = He gets his pay.
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Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts, Why shounld he have any extra
allowance?

Mr, HULL. Woe had this up at the last session.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I know, and it went out ona
point of order.

Mr. HULL. My explanation is this: The engineer officers are
compelled to go to such places, and they go there simply for in-
gtruction as fo how to continue work, and they are kept there at
work a week or longer. They have not established new quarters
there; theg are there temporarily, and the mileage for such a short
distance does not pay them. A large number of engineers per-
forming this duty at different &;oints are of low rank, small pay—
lieutenants and captains—and the result of it is that you keep
them impoverished if you do not pay their expenses when they
are sent from one place to another for instruction. When they
are stationed at any place they do not get this allowance: thereis
no change of law in that respect. This provision applies only
when they are sent upon temporary duty for purposes of instruc-
tion. It does seem to me that this is a very fair and a very mild
proposition.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. Ishallnotmove tostrike outthis
provision, against the wish of thegentleman from Iowa; butIdesire
to point out to him that he is making a very dangerous precedent,
which will come home to trouble him hereaffer. These officers are
already allowed mileage and commutation of quarters; and now we
establish a precedent for allowing a third kind of contribution to
the officers’ support. It will be very easy to come in next year

with another class of officers for whom the same thing can be

sai

Mr, HULL. In regard toan oﬁice;dgoing from one station to
another, to which he has been assigned, this provision does not
apply. It simply allows actual expenses where an officer is sent
to certain places for purposes of instruction.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Officers
troops would get their mileage.

Mr. HULL. Their expenses only.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If they are traveling under or-
ders without troops, why are they not entitled to mileage in addi-
tion to expenses?

Mr. HULL. I do not believe thea?y would get both. I think
under this provision they will get on ‘g their actnal expenses,

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, ould the gentleman agree
to an amendment to insert after the word ‘‘ expenses” the words
¢“in lieu of all mileage or other allowances?”

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to that.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I move, then, to amend at the
end of the paragraph by adding—

.tl:lrovﬁfed. That in such case there shall be no mileage or other allowances
pald.

Mr. HULL. I suggest that the gentleman's object would be
better accomplished by an amendment of this kind, to come in
after the word ** instruction,” line 12, page 31:

Provided, That the traveling expenses herein provided for shall be in lien
of all mileage or other allowances.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I have no objection to that
phraseology. I so modify my amendment.

The amendment of Mr, Moopy of Massachusetts as modified
was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, including horse equip-

ments for cavalry and artillery, inclu in% machinery, tools, and fixtures for
their manufacture at the arsenals, §730,000,

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I make a
submit that in the paragraph just read the words *‘including ma-
chinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the arsenals”
are not in order. I think there can be no question that this point
is well taken. It has been upon already after very elabo-
rate argument; and I think the gentleman from Iowa will agree
that the point of order must be sustained.

Mr, HULL. I agree thatthe Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole on the state of the Union has heretofore almost invariably
been mistaken on points of order of this class, and has ruled
wrongly. I do not concede thatthe provision is subject to a point
of order, though I have no doubt such will be the ruling. I sim-
pIHmnd up to get knocked down. [Laughter.]

eC AN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

For firing the morning and evening gun at military posts prescribed b
General Orders, No. 70, Headquarters of the Army, dated July 23, 1867, an
at National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several branches,
including National Soldiers' Home in Washington, D. C., and at Soldiers an

‘Sailors’ State Homes, including material for cartridge bags, reworking obso-
lete powder, ete., §25,000. e

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I notice in the para-
ph just read reference is made to *‘the National Home for
sabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several Branches.” This
brings fo my mind a statement which I have frequently seen in
the press of late that these Homes are closed to veterans of the

tra.véling without

int of order. I

Spanish-American war. I have understood that some provision
was to be made for these veterans in the snndry civil bill.

Before this bill is passed, I would like to ask the chairman of
the Committee on Military Affairs or the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, who is & member of the Appropriations Committee,
whether any provision has been inserted in the sundry civil bill
(which I believe hasalready been reported to the House) providing
that Spanish-American war veterans shall be given in these Homes
the same privileges accorded to veterans of the civil war and the
Mexican war? this is not the case, I will introduce an amend-
ment to the pending bill covering this matter.

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That subject received the at-
tention of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations,
having charge of the sundry civil bill, and afrovisiou was drawn,
which was submitted to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] and
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], who, as the gentle-
man knows, is one of the governors of the Soldiers’ Homes of the
country. This provision declares in terms which can no longer
be open to disgute that all persons servings in either the Army or
the Navy of the United States in any war which may have been
had heretofore or which may hereafter be had shall be eligible for
admission to the Soldiers’ Homes.

_Ican make the statement even broader than that. The provi-
sion is that any man serving in the Army or Navy, now or here-
after, shall be entitled to admission to the Soldiers’ Home, pro-
vided he received permission to do so from the Board of Managers
of that Home. I think that answers the gentleman's question.

Of course, that provision will be subject toa point of order; but
after the care that has been taken with it in submitting it to the

ntleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] and the gentleman from In-

iana [Mr. STEELE], the committee anticipate that it will receive
the unanimons assent of the House.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. It isa paragraph in the
sundry civil bill.

Mr, CANNON. Yes.

Mr. HULL. I desire to go back tolines 11 and 12 on page 33,
The point of order raised by the gentleman from Massachusetts
was only after the word ‘‘artillery,” in line 12, as I understand it.

The CHAIRMAN. That was what was ruled upon.

Mr. HULL. Simply striking ouf the words—

Including machinery, tools, and fixtures for their manufacture at the
arsenals.

The CHAIRMAN, That was stricken ont.

Mr. HULL., Some gentlemen around me seemed to think-that
the whole paragraph was stricken out.

o The CHAIR. . No; only the portion indicated by the gen-
eman.

The Clerk resumed, and completed the reading of the bill,

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like to go back
to page 23, in accordance with the vote of the House, and to offer
an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. In accordance with the permission given by
the committee, the committee will return to the paragraph begin-
ning with line 15, e 22,

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I offer the amendment
which is at the Clerk’s desk, to come in at line 5 on page 23, after
the word * soldiers.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, after the word * soldiers,” in line 5, e 23, the words:

“ Provided, Thatif the amount expended by the Government for the burial
of any enlisted man or officer shall exceed the sum now allowed by law, then in
each case a sum not exceedingﬂﬁsm the case of each enlisted man and §75 in
the case of each officer shall paid to the family or legnl representative of
the deceased for the expenses of burial incurred by the family or the legal
representative of such deceased person.”

Mr. HULL, Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order, I
should like to say to the gentleman that in each case he ought to
insert the words *‘not exceeding.”

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. It does say so.

Mr. HULL. I thought it simply said so much.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusefts. No; if says that he shall
receive ‘nof exceeding.”

Mr, HULL. Very well.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, If the words ‘‘not ex-
ceeding ” are not there I desire to insert those words.

The CHATRMAN. The words ‘‘ not exceeding ™ appear before
the word ** thirty-five,” but not before the word ‘* seventy-five.”

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I desire to insert the
words ‘“ not exceeding” before the word ‘* seventy-five.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will insert the words ‘‘not ex-
ceeding” before the word * seventy-five,” The question is on
agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that when the committee
g‘g&it report the bill to the House with a favorable recommenda-
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that when
the committee rise it report the bill H. R, 14017 with amend-
ments to the House with a favorable recommendation,

The motion was agreed fo.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the sundry civil ap-

propriation bill,
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois calls np an
appropriation bill the title of which the Clerk will report.
e Clerk read as follows:
bill (H. R. 14018) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the
Go’ecmm(ent for tha) fiscal y%al? gnd?ng June 80, 1902, agd for other purposes.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to dispense with the first
reading of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
McRAE] to give me hisattention, Iam desirous to get at the con-
gideration of the bill as early as possible under the five-minute
rule. Sofar as I am concerned, I do not desire at this time to
occupy any time of the committee. Can we agree about the time
for general debate?

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I have had some applications for
time on this side and gentlemen desire to use that time in general
debate. I will be perfectly frank with the gentleman, and say
that those who have applied to me do not desire to confine their
remarks to the bill, but do desire to consume some considerable

time,

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend, as the discussion is
not to be upon the bill, it is important, as my friend knows, that
this bill should go to the Senate, and I trust—

Mr. McRAE. I think the bill already passed will furnish
enough business for the other body for some time.

Mr. CANNON. Ah, but a different committee has that. The
bills have to be considered by the various committees, and here is
an important bill, and we are within a short time of the expira-
tion of this Congress. It takes some time for any committee fo
consider this bill, either in the House or in the Senate. Now, [
want to suggest to my friend that it does seem to me that the
House had better arrange for debate, not npon a bill like this, but
after the bill is passed.

Mr. McRAE., Mr. Chairman, I should be very glad to accom-
modate the gentleman, and I am quite as anxious as he is to get
this bill through the House, and yet he must admit that so far as
this side of the House is concerned, during this session we have
not taken up very much of the time of the Committee of the
Whole in discussion, and it is nothing but right and fair that
gentlemen who now have remarks to submit should have an op-
portunity to do so.

Mr, CANNON. How much time does the gentleman desire?

Mr. McRAE. 1 have had applications from three gentlemen
who each want an hour. I donot know of any others, and I think
that it is not unreasonable to ask three hours on a side.

Mr. CANNON. Waell, then, Mr. Chairman, I will ask——

Mr. McRAE. I think the gentleman will save time by per-
mitting these hes to be made, and then—

Mr. CANNON. I will ask unanimous consent that after this
bill is completed three hours be granted for general debate, to
address the House generally.

Mr. McRAE. Three hours on a side?

Mr. CANNON. Three on aside—two on a side.

Mr. McRAE. Oh, no.

Mr. CANNON. Then three hours on a side.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illincis asks unani-
mous consent that the ing of the bill be proceeded with for
discussion under the five-minute rule, and that at its conclusion
there be six hours’ general debate.

Mr. CANNON. After the bill is passed?

Mr, McRAE. No; at the conclusion of the bill.

Mr. CANNON. Butin the meantime I want the bill .
The gentleman has been perfectly candid and has said that the
debate is not be upon the bill.

Mr. McRAE. 1 perhaps did not make myself understood if I
said that all the gentlemen who wanted to discuss it did not de-
gire to discuss the bill, because one member of the committee says
that he does desire to discuss the bill, Two have frankly stated
to me that they desired to direct their remarks, at least in part,
to matters not in the bill,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to say to the gentleman
from Arkansas that I desire to address myself under general de-
bate to the provisions of the bill on the subject of the insane
hospital, and I shall want thirty minutes in which to do that.

r, CANNON, Well, I had supposed, Mr. Chairman, that the
discussion on the bill would come under the paragraph debate,

How l}nuch time does the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]
want?

Mr. BELL, I want an hour, buf I think I may get through in
half an hour.

Mr. McRAE. And the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicH-
ARDSON] wants an hour, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
COCHRAN] wants an hour.

Mr, CANNON. Well, I can not consent to six hours’ general
debate on this bill. I will take my chances first.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state frankly that I
do not expect to take an hour, but I want time to discuss some of
the features of this bill.

Mr. CANNON. Why, certainly; the

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee.
remark?

_ Mr. CANNON. Isay the greatest possible time that is asked
in good faith on the bill I have no doubt will be granted.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ishall discuss only the items
of this bill.

Mr. CANNON. Can it not be done under the five-minute rule,
I will say to my friend?

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I could not do it in five
minutes,

Mr. CANNON. Butmy friend nnderstands that thereisalways
time given when the discussion is in good faith.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I do not understand
it that way. In the last few days I have seen a pretty rigid en-
forcement of the five-minute rule.

3lr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, it is not fair, when gentlemen
desire to exercise their right of general debate, to ask them to put
themselves at the mercy of the chairman of the committee, or of
gentleman who may make points of order against them under the

ive-minute rule.

Now, it has been the practice here of allowing some latitude.
I want to say that we have not been unreasonable in the consid-
eration of some of these bills, The fortification bill was passed
withont any debate. So far as I am concerned, I do not want to
discuss this; but I think I am not unreasonable when I ask the
gentleman from Illinois fo allow these gentlemen the time they
desire, to say what they have a desire to say. '

Mr. CANNON. We can have an evening session this evening,
Well, I will ask unanimouns consent that debate be coneluded in
four hours, two on a side, and that we have an evening session,
beginning at 8 o’clock this evening.

. McCRAE. Mr, Chairman, I shall have to object to that,
because I do not stay out at night when I can avoid it. My phy-
sician tells me nof to do so; and I want to be here when we con-
sider this bill. 'We have plenty of time to pass all the bills in the
daytime.

Mr, CANNON. Well, Mr, Chairman, it seems that we can come
to no conclusion about that matter. I suppose we shall have to
let debate proceed. I will reserve the remainder of my time, Mr,
Chairman.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Isthe gentleman going to give no
explanation in reference to any of the items of this bill?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the report covers the bill; but I will an-
swer any questions gentlemen desire to ask if I can.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is what I want.

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend want to ask a question?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There is a proposition in this bill
providing for the purchase of 140 acres of land——

Mr. CANNON. One hundred and forty-five.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (continuing). One hundred and
forty-five acres of land, upon which to erect buildings for the ac-
commodation of the insane?

Mr, CANNON. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And I understand it is the same
land that was up in a proposition & year ago.

Mr. CANNON. In part.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iwould like to ask the gentleman,
upon that proposition, whether it is an asylum that provides for
the insane of the Army and Navy?

Mr. CANNON. Yes,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understand, however, that they
have inmates, probably 2,100, there, and of that number 1,100 pro-
vided for come from the District of Columbia.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman in part is correct. I will not
say exactly what the number is, but the gentleman is practically

correct.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, And the District of Columbia pays
its share for the maintenance of the District of Columbia insane?

Mr, CANNON. Yes,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the District of Columbia,
however, pay anything for the purchase of the land upon which
to erect this asylum, or anything for the erection of the buildings
to provide for the insane of the fhstn ict of Columbia?

. CANNON, The bill does not so provide, as I recollect.

atest possible time—
hat was the gentleman’s
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Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Then this is an ap%ropriation for
the building for the asylum which has heretofore been appropri-
ated for, §975,000, and the contemplated appropriation of nearly
§200,000 for the purchase of land comes from the United States
Treasury and no part of it from the Distriet of Columbia?

Mr. CANNON. My recollection as to this bill is the money for
the purchase of the land and the extension of the asylum is pay-
able from the Treasury alone., I do not recollect as to all former
appropriations, whether they were in part payable from the Dis-
trict revenues or not. P

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman think, if we
allow this appropriation for land or for the erection of buildings,
it should come properly from the Treasury of the United States,
or should not a portion of it come from the funds of the District
of Columbia, which has more than 53 per cent of the inmates of
the asylum?

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment, as this is an asylum princi-

ly for the accommodation of members of the Army and the
avy who may become insane, as well as for the soldiers and sail-
ors of the civil war, it seems to me that perhaps it is well enongh
that we go on and make the construction now. My recollection
is—in late years, at least—we have constructed from the Treasury
of the United States. However, if my friend should be of a differ-
ent opinion, when we reach that clause in the bill it is subject to
amendment,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well, passing to another propo-
gition. As I understand it, the cost to the United States for
transporting soldiers from San Francisco to this asylum is some-
thing like $70, not counting the cost of the guard accompanying.
I also understand that it takes an average of four months to effect
a cure of patients. I likewise understand the per capita cost to
the United States Government for the cure of these peopleis §220,
Now, that being so, would it not be better to establish an asylum
or makean arrangement for the care of insane soldiers in California.

Mr, CANNON. That is a matter that has been discussed to a
greater or less extent; and if the gentleman has any proposition
to submit upon that point, and after the legislation has been had
authorizing it, no doubt it would receive the consideration of the
Committee of the Whole House. I will say to the gentleman,
however, in that connection, that whether there should be an in-
sane asylum to care for Government patients—when I speak of
Government I mean United States patients—at some points other
than the District of Columbia, whether it be California or not. it
is patent to anybody who will examine this insane asylum that
for the people that are now there that this addition, from every
standpoint, ought to be made. <ad

Mrt;dIEOBINSON of Indiana. That new buildings should be
erected?

Mr. CANNON. New buildings should be erected and the old
buildings bettered.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will suggest to the gentleman
from Illinois that the Senator from Maine has introduced a bill
that received favorable considerafion of the committee in the
Senate providing that some provisions would be made by the
asylum authorities of California for the treatment of the insane
on the Western coast who come from the Philippine Islands, and
that Secretary Long has recommended that as being advisable
and more economical than bringing them across the country to
the asylum at Washington. /

Mr. CANNON. That may be true; I am not advised as to
whether it is true or not; but if it be true, it is a matter for legis-
lation by Congress. 4 ’ y

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iwonld like to ask if the Secretary
of the Interior has indorsed the purchase of this land?

Mr. CANNON., Yes. S

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I notice in the Senate proceedings
of May 29 of last year a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, writ-
ten in January,in which he said he had not sanctioned the purchase
of additional land, and that relating back to the time it was read
in the Senate without dispute, wouid seem to indicate that the
Secretary of the Interior on May 29 was not in favor of the pur-
chase of additional land. If that be true, I would like fo know
what new condition has arisen that might have changed the mind
of the Secretary or of the legislators.

Mr. CANNON. I will say that the Secretary of the Interior,
as I recollect, did recommend the purchase of the proposed land,
or most of it, at the last session of Congress, and submitted it in
the regular estimates. In addition to that he has again and again
recommended and urged that an appropriation be made to pur-
chase this land. :

“Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. On the 20th of May in the Senate
was read a letter from E. A. Hitchcock, Secretary of the Interior,
in which these words were used:

In nse thereto, I have to state that the purchase of the land in ques-
tion for the purpose of a tal for the insane has not been recommendsd
the of the Interior. The statement io relation to this property
which appears in the Book of Estimates for a tions for the ensuing
fiscal year was printed therein through inadver [

Now,is there any statement contrary to that that the gentleman
knows of in writing?

Mr, CANNON. Oh, time and again, as I recollect, the Secre-
tary of the Interior has recommended, in writing, this purchase,
and several fimes has recommended it and urged it strongly in

person.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman and
thecommitteeare wellaware that thelawexisting to-day waspassed
at the last session of Congress. This provision of the bill on page
74, ‘“the buildings herein provided for may be erected on land now
owned or that may be acquired by the United States for a Gov-
ernment hospital for the insane”—I will ask him if he does not
think it subject to a point of order as changing existing law?

Mr. CANNON. My judgment is that it is not; but it is within
the province of the gentleman to test it by making a point of order
if he wants to when the time arises.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And the next provision, which is
the general one—I presume the gentleman would make the same
assertion in reference to a point of order?

Mr. CANNON. I think I should.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. In view of the fact that we pro-
vided two years ago that the asylum should be erected on land
owned by the Government, does not the gentleman think this pro-
vision is subject to a point of order?

Mr. CANNON. 1 will discuss the point of order when it is
reached. If it be subject to a point of order, and is so held by the
Chairman and so beld by the committee, then it would undoubt-
edly go ont. I do not have to instruct the gentleman from Indi-
ana upon that point.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana., Mr. Chairman, I feel that I am
trespassing on the gentleman’s time, but I have only a question or
two more. The land now owned by the Government on the side
of the street where the present asylum is located contains 189 acres,
approximately?

Mr. CANNON, I will see in a moment. I can not carry these
things in my recollection, but it is about that.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The buildings all around there
occupy something like 6 acres of land, and a contour line drawn
around would surround about twice that, or 12 acres.

Mr. CANNON. I do not know the amount of land that the
buildings and stables occupy.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman say that there
is not sufficient land on which to erect the building on the site
already owned by the Government, on the side of the road where
the parent institution is?

Mr. CANNON. Inmy judgment there isnotsufficientland for
the extension of the building.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. There are 40 or 50 acres of flat,
level land, are there not?

Mr. CANNON. Possibly so; butin my judgment the buildings
are already too greatly crowded and there is not sufficient ground
for a sunitable location for the other buildings. If the gentleman
would have these buildings constructed compactly, as we erect
buildings on blocks in a city, there is no doubt ample room; but
if we are to have a wise, judicious construction of the buildings
of that insane asylum, then, so far as my judgment goes, there is
not room within the space indicated by the gentleman,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Why wonld the gentleman object
to erecting those building upon the 174 acres of land immediately
across the road?

Mr. CANNON. Before I examined the question, before I had
seen the land, I was of the opinion that the buildings should
}Jro rly go on the other side of the road. But after seeing the

and and after hearing the statements of gentlemen much better
versed than I am touching the proper construction of accommo-
dations for the insane, their opinions seemed to be unanimons that
the opposite side of the road was not a proper place for the con-
struction of additional buildings—first, because there is no shade
there; second, because it is not practicable to heat the buildings
on both sides with a common heating plant; third, because of the
greater cost of sewerage; fourth, because of the greater cost of the
transportation of fuel; fifthly, (and this is the last consideration
to which 1 shall refer now), experts are of opinion that the land on
the other side of the road isrequired for a farm in connection with
the institution and in connection with the treatment of the insane,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But does not the gentleman
know that with the con condition over there, there being
400 or 500 more inmates than can be properly housed, that farm—
probably 50 or 60 acres of it—has been used for the purpose of
planting or raising grass and hay? )

Mr, CANNON. And for the employment of the patients.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. But that employment would cer-
tainly not contribute to the welfare, or health, or cure of the in-
mates of the insane asylum, because the land in hay does not re-
quire to be planted, or reaped, or worked but a couple of days in

a year.
ih. CANNON. As thereis something to do on a farm at other
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times than two dsg in the yeardevoted to cutting the grass, pos-
sibly there would be other employments.

Perhaps it may be that the gentleman has given this matter
close attention, and is an expert on questions of this sort, so that
he can say that the opinions of experts are of not sufficient value
against his opinion.

. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman gave sucha
splendid description the other day of what a “‘specialist” is I de-
gired to remind him of that definition, and remind him that fre-
quently experts become specialists.

Mr. CANNON. I do not know to what the gentleman refers,
but I will ask him if he has been over to that institution and ex-
amined that proposed site?

Mr. ROB N of Indiana. I have.

Mr. CANNON. How much time did the gentleman spend there?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Four hours.

Mr. CANNON. How lately?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Within ten days.

Mr. CANNON. Did any of the gentlemen who are familiar
with the proposed site and with the wants of the institution
accom the gentleman from Indiana?

Mr. EﬂggINSON of Indiana. I was around those localities pro-
posed for the erection of buildings on land now owned by the Gov-
ernment, and generally over the various tracts.

Mr. CANNON. Was the gentleman accompanied by Dr. Rich-
ardson or by any of the board of visitors, or did he go ‘‘on his
own hook?”

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I was not with Dr. Richardson,
because I do not know him; and he did not call upon me to go
with him.

Mr. CANNON. Whom was the gentleman with?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I went over there with Dr. Em-
mons, whorepresents the Citizens’ Association of Congress Heights.
But I will say that, so far as I am concerned, I have no interests
in common with that association. My examination had reference
purely to the question of a judicious expenditure of the money of
the Government.

Mr. CANNON. Dr. Emmons is against this purchase?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. He is, as a good many members
on this floor are, and as are a good many Senators.

Mr. CANNON. Verylikely. I am delighted to know that the
gentleman has gone over the land and viewed it and has heard
that side of the question. There may be many members of the
House who are against this proposition. They are entitled, of
course, to their own judgment. If any man on this floor can say
that in his judgment the better way is not to purchase this land,
I certainly have no objection to his taking that position.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The report of the board of visit-
ors shows that we have already the power to erect buildings to
the extent of §075,000 upon the land now owned by the Govern-
ment. :

Mr. CANNON. Undoubtedly.

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a
question?

Mr, CANNON, One word more tothe gentleman from Indiana
E_Mr. Ropixsoxn] and then I will yield fo my friend from New

Let me read from the annual report of the Secretary of the In-
terior. My friend from Indiana has been so constant in reading
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, especially the Senate proceedings,
that probably the report of this Department, if not some other
matters, may have escaped his attention. Iread from page 143,

I coneur in the conclusion of the board as to the necessity for additional
land for the use of the has&ital, and recommend that Congress, by appropriate
legislation, make adequate provision for. But failing prompt action in
that direction, the crowded condition of the institution necessitate the
construction of a on of the new buildings on the farm land of the institu-
tion east of Nichols avenue.

I now yield to my friend from New York.

Mr. PAYNE., I want to ask about the fall in the price of this
land. It appears that in 1900 there was reported in the Senate an
appropriation of $245,000 for 105 acres of this land, being at the
rate of about $2,500 an acre. And'then the House committes, in
reporting the sundry civil bill for the current year, proposed the
purchase of 140 acresat $210,000, which would be about $1,500 an
acre. Now the proposition is to pay $145,000 for 145 acres, or
$1,000 an acre. Did not the committee report a year ago, or at the
time the proposition was up, to an $1,500 an acre, on the ground
that e ts had valued this land at $1,900 an acre?

Mr. CANNON. I think I had befter answer the gentleman’s
question by making a statement. Gentlemen, some of them, have
visited this asylum and know the necessities of further improve-
ments at that point. Some two or three years ago, when there
was a necessity for improvement, an amendment was placed upon
the sundry civil bill in the Senate. The transaction is set out in
the report of the committee. I will ask that it be read at the
Clerk’s desk, commencing at page 3, ** Government Hospital for
the Insane,”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE.

The committee recommend in the noeompan&ing bill the purchase of land
adjoining the present site of the Government Hospital for Insane, The
pa Pl ge 74 of the bill, and is as follows: i

* For the purc , at the discretion of the of the Interior, of
not less than 145 acres of land immediately adjoining the present bnﬂding
site of the hospital on the south and extending from Nichols avenue to the
Anacostia River, to be acquired by condemnation or otherwise, a sum not to
exceed §145.000, to be immediately available.”

In view of the fact that the proposition for the purchase of this land was
debated in the House at the last session of Congress and defeated, the com-
mittee deem it due to the House to explain fully the reasons which have led
them to recommend the appropriation in the present bill, The present hos-
&i}tal buildings are located upon land belonging to the Government, lying

tween Nichols avenue and the Anacostia River. The Government also
owns land on the other side of Nichols avenue, which it uses as a farm trib-
utary to the hospital. The land which it is pro to purchase adjoins the
Government land npon which the hospital buildings stand.

The proposition to purchase the land in qgﬁstion appeared firstin the form
of a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill for the fiscal year 1900, where
it was proposed to purchase 105 acres for §245,000. This amendment was dis-

to without discussion b{ the House and went out of the bill in con-
ference. In the sundry civil bill for the current year the committee recom-
mended an appropriation of $210,000 for the purchase of 140 acres of land
adjoining the hospital buildings. After debateinthe Housethe provision was
stricken out. A large expenditure, however, was authorized for the con-
struction of much-needed hospital buildings, which were to be con-
structed upon lands already owned by the Government or upon such snitable
Iands as might be donated to the Government within the District of Colum-
bia for that purpose. The plans for the build arenow completed and the
work of construction can soon n. But as noland has been donated to the
Government for the purpose, the buildings must, unless Congress should
otherwise determine, constructed upon the farm lands attached to the
hospital, upen the other side of Nichols avenue.

It is the opinion of the superintendent of the hospital that for many rea-
sons it is inexpedient to construct the new buildings upon the farm
and he has urged upon the committes the considerations that the difficulty
e e el g ey g R ol
no D 'or hospital purposes, an a farm is absolu
for the empl?lgnant. of inmates in the interest of their health mg m
treatment. e Secretary of the Interior with great earnestness supports
the views of the superintendent.

Therefore the committee recommend and rt this appropriation to the
House for its action. It will be observed that by the Senate amendment to
the sundry civil bill for 1900 the price p was $2,333 per acre. An ap-

raisement of the land was e for the committee at the last session of

“ongress, which fixed the value at §1,900 per acre. The recommendation of
the committee at the last session, which was rejected by the House, fixed the
price at §1.500 per acre. The committee’s present recommendation fixes the
maximum price at §1,000 per acre. Although the land has been taxed at a
much less figure, the committee after investigation believe that it has cost
the owners somewhere between $600 and $800 per acre, including the interest
on the purchase money.

Mr, CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that gives the
history of this land so far as Congress has had to do with i, in
the effort to purchase it for the purpose of building an extension
of the insane asylum upon it.

Mr, PAYNE. I understand that the owners of this property
have laid ont streets and spent considerable money in grading
streets on these premises. Is that correct?

Mr. CANNON. I think not. Iunderstand thatthere has been
a plat made, but I think not much money spentin grading streets,

r. PAYNE. Was not that a large portion of the cost?

Mr. CANNON. And the plat has been abrogated.

Mr. PAYNE. Was nota large portion of the cost of the land to
the present owners, as shown in the evidence before your commit-
tee, the expense of grading up and laying out streets?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not by any manner of means.

Mr. PAYNE. I have been told so by a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. CANNON. Well, I donot so understand it; and if it is
80. 1 was not shown that part of the land when I went over there.

Mr. PAYNE. Now, has not the real-estate speculation, so far
as the sale of lots is concerned, proved a failure, so that these
gentlemen have this land upon their hands with unsalable lots?

Mr, CANNON. Ican notanswer that question, whether it has
proved a failure or not. ;

Mr. PAYNE. It is a fact, is it not, that none of it has been
sold as city lots?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I can answer that question.

.Mrl. gANNON. That none of these 145 acres have been sold as
city lots—
e CHAIRMAN. TheChair will say that if gentlemen desire
to interrupt, they must first address the Chair,

Mr, CANNON. I believe I am competent to answer the ques-
tion that my friend asks me. If not, I will ask my friend from
Indiana to come to my aid.

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask my friend if it is not a fact that
this land is assessed and has been assessed for several years af
about $80 an acre?

Mr. CANNON. I understand it has been assessed ata very
small amount. I am not sure about the amount.

Mr. PAYNE. About$S0anacre. Now, from those facts, is not
the House warranted in coming to the conclusion that the Gov-
ernment is asked to take this real estate speculation, which has
proved a failure, off the hands of these gentlemen at a profit

is on

amounting to the difference between six or seven or eight hundred




2346

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 12,

dollars an acre and a thousand dollars an acre by this appropria-
tion?

Mr. CANNON. In reply to that I will ask my friend if he has
been over and examined this land?

Mr. PAYNE. Ihave nof.

Mr. CANNON. As thisisa pretty important matter, will my
friend go and look over that ground himself ?

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I am afraid that if I went over there I
would not then know anything about the value of the land, be-
cause I am not an expert in that kind of business,

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. But you would not decline the

tleman’s invitation?

Mr. PAYNE. But it would give me great pleasure to take a
ride with the gentleman from Illinois on any day, on any occasion,
upon any errand.

Mr. CANNON. I have already seen the premises, and I wish
the gentleman would go and see them for himself rather than,
perchance, take the suggestion of somebody who may have an in-
terest either in holding up the ownersof this land, asking a bonus
to keep his hands off on the one hand, or upon somebody who
may have an interest in real estate on the other side of the road
or this side of the road, who may want to shift it back and forth
to get rid of the location of the hospital,

Now, let me say further, the House recollects its action at the
last session of Congress upon this question. It washadunder the
leadership of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], in
whom the House had great confidence. It followed hisleadership
in that matter., When the matter came up again forinvestigation
before the Committee on Appropriations, as chairman of the sub-
committee, having my own opinion about this matter as to the
necessity of the purchase of this land for the erection of these ad-
ditions to the insane hospital, I referred this whole matter to the
gentleman from Massachusetts, saying to him and to the subcom-
mittee, so far as 1 was concerned, that he shounld bind or loose our
recommendation by the result of his investigation.

Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoopY] entered
upon that investigation. Itisa Ionﬁ story. He can tell it him-

in his own way. At the end of his investigation he reported
to the subecommittee that in his judgment under existing condi-
tions that land ought to be bought to build this addition to the
Insane Asylumupon it, and that, while possibly it might be bought
for less than a thousand dollars, in his judgment, from the best
inquiry he could make, it had cost from six to eight hundred dol-
lars an acre. Now, the subcommittee took the conclusions of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], reported to the full
commiitee, and the full committee almost nnanimously directed
the report to be made to the House, and there you are.

If this asylum is to be constructed upon this 145 acres of land,
the plans are now ready. It is authorized by law. They are
ready to let the contracts. If this land is not bought and the ad-
dition is not constructed upon the 145 acres, then under the pro-
visions of the law it must be constructed upon the land on the
other side of Nichols avenue, So far as I am concerned, I have
no doubt but that the necessities of the Government from every
standpoint are along the line of the purchase of this 145 acres of
land. I have no pride of opinion aboutit. I fhink it is not nec-
essary for me to assure this House that I have no interest person-
ally or by way of real estate speculation in adjacent property.

If it is necessary, I will so state it. And now that the matter is
presented, scrutinized closely and properly, and to the advantage
of the Government, as it has been heretofore, because this land
from the time it was first proposed to be bought at $2,300 an acre
by the Senate amendment, has been appraised by two of the most
creditable real estate men that I have knowledge of in the Dis-
trict of Columbia at $1,900 an acre; then the purchase was re-
ported at $1,500, and now it is reported at $1,000. In my judg-
ment, that is a fair price for theland. Having made the report
and performed my guty, I have no more care as to whether the
appropriation is made for the purchaseof this land than any other
member of this House of Representatives who will give the mat-
ter his consideration and be informed upon it for himself,

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask
him one question?

Mr. CgNNON. One further word. I am greatly gratified at
the keenness with which members of the House scrutinize the
purchase of this land. I did wonder the other day, in fact my eye
sought the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, RoBINSON], when the
naval bill was being considered and the purchase of a wholeisland
down here in the Potomac was authorized, as alleged, for a prov-
ing ground. How many acres God knows; I do not. At what

ing

rice God knows. There is no limit placed upon it. Ilooked and
falmoat wept, and sweat great drops of agony that my good friend
from Indiana was not there, you know, like a watchman upon the
tower, to ask questions about that purchase. Of course, that does
not affect this matter.
Now, once for all, I want to say again that I have performed
insane

my duty toward the House, touching the erection of

asylum, I trust that I shall perform my duty toward myself
well enough so that in the few years of my life which I have left
I will not get into it. [Laughter.] And having performed that
duty, I am (}ujta willing that my friend from New York [Mr,
Pay~E] shall go over and look at it, and inform himself by ques-
tioning me or the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy],
or otherwise, in the performance of his duty, because the question
is up to him, as well as to other members of the House.

Mr. PAYNE., I want to make a suggestion, if the gentleman
will allow me?

Mr, CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. NorTox of Ohio rose, -

Mr, CANNON. I will say to my friend from Ohio that I will
yield to him a little later, and also to the gentleman from Indiana.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that gentlemen who
desire to interrupt must first address the Chair.

Mr. PAYNE. My attention was first called to this matter when
the Senate amendment came over here proposing to pay about
$2,400 per acre for this land. My attention was called to it by a
member of the Appropriations Committee. I got myinformation
from him, and opposed the provision, I think, on the floor of the
House. There was more or less discussion, and many facts came
out about it at that time. The result was, if I remember, that at
that time the amendment went out. Whether there was discus-
sion in the House or not, I had that information from a member
of the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will permit
me, the first time the proposition was made it went out in confer-
ence and not by any action of the House.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, at least the proposition was called to my
attention then by a member of the Committee on Appropriations,
and these facts were stated.

On the next occasion I was here when the fight was made upon
it. I listened to the debate. [ got nﬁﬂinformation largely from
the gentleman from Massachusetts . Moopy] and from other
members of the House who discussed it here upon the floor of the
House, Now, I have heard no reason and have had no reason
since to doubt the facts that came out in that debate. My ques-
tions to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to-day
seem to confirm those facts. In view of those facts as they came
out in the last debate, the House determined not to pay §1,500 an
acre for this land, but in their wisdom they said there was room
enough on the land already owned by the Government on which
to place these buildings. They Eut it into the law that these
buildings should be erected on the land owned by the Govern-
ment, and they put in a large enough limit of appropriation to
pa% for the buildings.

his was to be done unless some one should donate suitable lands
to the Government, which, of course, has not been done. Now it
comes in here with a further reduction. Whatever action the
House has had, they have reduced the price from $£2,230 down to
$1,000 an acre. Well, the gentleman says that these different ex-
perts said that it was worth $1,900 an acre—experts of high rep-
utation, experts in the business, ete. Yet the committee had so
much lack of confidence in these exggrts that they reported the
bill at §1,500 an acre; and their confidence in the experts seams to
bediminishing, They now report it at §1,000, while other experts,
to wit, the assessors of the District, assess it for §80 or 885 an acre,
Now, it seems to me, we ought to keep up this thing nuntil we get
it down to somewhere near the actual value of this real estate.

Mr. CANNON. What is the actual value of it?

Mr, PAYNE., Idonot know. It isimpossible to find out the
actual value.

B{Ir.gCAN NON. Can the gentleman say $1,000 is not the actual
yvaiues

Mr, PAYNE. I heard if stated that it was not worth §500 by
gentlemen who claim to know. I think the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. Moopy] was of the opinion at that time, with
other gentlemen.

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts. I so stated.

Mr. PAYNE. I thought that was his opinion at that time, and
I have great confidence in his judgment. Now they come in
with a report here that it has cost to $800 an acre. It is not
necessarily the value, I do not say that here, Mr, Chairman, at
all; and if it be correct, and I am correct, if the information I
had that part of this cost was laying out this land, and grading it
into streets, etc., there is no reason why the Government should
pay for that. If gentlemen have made a losing speculation, if
they paid more for this land than it is worth, it is no reason why
the Government should go in and make it a good speculation for
them. My inquiries have been in the direction of finding out the
facts, that the House may be possessed of them and know whether
they should an $1,000 for this real estate. I did not think of ask-
ing any such question as that, and I do not want gentlemen to
think that there is any imputation upon gentlemen, members of
the Committee on Appropriations, I could not be made fo belizve
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that any member of this committee was interested wrongfully in
any appropriation that comes before the House of Representatives.

ﬂr. ON. Well, now, in reply to the gentleman, when
that committee has performed its functions according to its best
judgment it is but the servant of the House, and all I ask the gen-
tleman is that he will take one-tenth part of the time that this
comnittee has taken and investigate this matter.

Mr. PAYNE. Iam notcharged with that investigation.

Mr. CANNON., Now, Mr. Chairman, I doubt whether the gen-
tleman does justice to himself in refusing to take that time to in-
vestigate, and still saying, without taking the time, *“I will say
that this is an nnwise proposition:” because if the gentleman is
mistaken and refuses to take the time, the people who are inter-
ested in this improvement—the unfortunate people imprisoned
within the walls, the unfortunate people confined to the farm and
to these inclosures—have nobody to speak for them. Now,it will
not take but one morning, not to exceed two or three hours at the
outside, for the gentleman to go out to St. Elizabeth’s, and I will
see to it, if he will allow me, that a way of getting him out there
is afforded. [Laughter.]

Mr. PAYNE. I thank the gentleman for the offer.

Mr. CANNON. AndI will see to if, because I have that much
interest in it, and because Dr. Richardson, who is in charge of this
asylum—an expert, I believe, who has no superior in the United
States, from his reputation—has very well defined views about it;
and I am quite sure that if my friend there and other members of
the House would allow the doctor to show them these grounds and

oint out the existing conditions, being in charge, that they would
Ee either confirmed in their opposition or they would say that they
had knowledge of their own and appropriaie for this land or re-
fuse the appropriation.

Mr. PA Will the gentleman allow me a moment? The
gentleman’s offer is so kind that if I had the time Ishould be very
glad to avail myself of it, although I might provide the convey-
ance for myself, or walking is good. The difficulty is this: The
gentleman’s committee has charge of certain matters to investigate
and report to the House, Now, the gentleman’s committee is
charged with this matter. Other committees to which I belong
have other duties, and I have not the time. I cannot go out there
and investigate; and, if I had, I would not be able to state, by in-
specting these lands, whether they were worth $500, or §1,000, or
what they were worth, I trust to the action of the House, and
the circumstances that followed satisfied me that the lands are
notworth 8500 anacre, asput by the gentleman from Massachusetts,

Now, if this appropriation for this land fails, it does not stgg
the erection of these buildings. They goupon land already own
by the Governmentof the United States; and a great many mem-
bers of the House believe that there is ample room on the lands
already owned by the people for this new building of a Govern-
ment hospital for the insane. They may be mistaken in that;
that is a matter for the gentleman and his committee to show to
the House; but these gentlemen who are in prison, as the gentle-
man says, who are insane, who are the objects of our sympathf,
will still have these buildings erected; nay, they might possibly
be in process of erection now except some one has seen fit to delay
for the purpose of buying this additional land.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr, Moopy of Massachu-
setts having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message
from the Senate, by Mr, CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the bill
(H. R. 6240) for the preparation of plans or designs for a memorial
or statue of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant, on ground belonging to the
United States Government in the city of Washington, D. C.; in
which the concurrence of the House was requested.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing order:

Ordered, That at ten minutes before 1 o'clock on Wednesday, February

13, 1801, the Senate proceed to the Hall of the House of Representatives to

take part in the count of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President
of the United States.
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resnmed its session.

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr, Chairman, one word in reply., The
gentleman says the buildings might now be in process of erection
if it had not been, perchance, they had been delayed with an ulte-
rior object. I have said before that the plans for these buildings
had to be made and a.pgroved. They have been made and have
justbeen completed; and itisreported tous that they have been ap-
proved by the board of visitors and the Secretary of the Interior
and Dr. Richardson. Now, there has been no time lost up to this

time. So I would prefer to believe the Secretary, Dr. Richard-
son, and the board of visitors as to whether the buildings had been
delayed or not, rather than to draw on my imagination and im-
pute some evil design to those gentlemen,

Now, the eminent gentleman from New York says that he has
no time to go out 3 miles and devote two hours to an examina

tion

of these buildings or this site. I apprehend thatistrue, Hesays
he must rely on the Committee on Appropriations, which is
charged with this duty of advising the House. The Commitiee
on Appropriations has advised the House in this report and in this
bill, and the gentleman refuses to take two or three hours’ time,
and prefers to disregard the advice of that committee and go upon
plis own impression without looking at the site, That is his priv-
ilege.

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption there?

Mr, CANNON. Yes.

Mr. PAYNE. WhatIrely on the Committee on Appropriations
for is a report of the facts. Of course, I must exercise my own
judgment, with all due deference to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Mr, CANNON. Certainly: Ido not quarrel with the gentleman,
but I will say to my friend that though one rose from the dead
about this matter and would come to bear testimony to him I do
not think he would heed it. Now I will yield to the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr, NorTON].

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr, Chairman, I wanted to ask the gen-
tleman a guestion, but I want to preface it by a remark.

After consultation with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr, Chair-
man, I withdraw my request. [Laughter.] I think the House
will not langh when they understand why I withdrew my request.

Mr, CANNON. Ilike to see the House amused, even if it may
be at my own expense. Now, then, having in view the fact that
the hour of 5 has almost arrived, and having been notified by a
messenger from the Speaker that perhaps it would be seemly to
move that the committee do now rise that certain resolutions
may be offered touching a deceased member, which information
I was conveying to the gentleman from Ohio, and having taken
the committee into my confidence, I now move that the commit-
tee rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
snmed the chair, Mr, Hopgixns, Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H, R. 14017) making
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1902, and had directed him to report the same
back to the House with sundry amendments with the recommen-
dation that as amended the bill do pass; that that committee had
also had under consideration the bill (H. R.14018) making appro-
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1802, and for other purposes, and had
come to mo resolution thereon.

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments to the Army appropriation bill.

The amendments were considered, and agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was
read the third time, and d.

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FOSS. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up the naval appro-
priation bill with Senate amendments,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois calls up the
naval appropriation bill with Senate amendments.

Mr. FOSS, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur in
the Senate amendments and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a con-
ference. Isthere objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Reserving the right to object,
I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr, Foss] whether this
request is preferred by him after a conference with the entire
membership of the Committee on Naval Affairs?

Mr, FOSS. We had an informal meeting of the committee at
which there were present ten or a dozen members, and it was
agreeable to those present that this action be taken.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That was the unanimons
expression of the committee?

r. FOSS. Yes, sir. -

Mr. MUDD. Was there not some arrangement as to having a
separate vote on individual items of the bill?

r. FOSS. Yes; there was some understanding as to having
that when we come in with the conference report.

The SPEAKER. 1Isthere objection?

Mr. CANNON, What is proposed to be done?

The SPEAKER. To nonconcur in the amendments of the Sen-
ate to the naval appropriation bill and ask for conference.

Mr. CANNON. If such is the desire of the gentleman in charge
of the bill, the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I
have no objection, provided the gentleman feels sure the House
will have an opportunity to upon the Senate amendment
touching the construction of the four new ships.
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Mr. FOSS. Ican not give the gentleman such assurance, for 1
am not a conferee. If I should be a conferee, it is my judgment
there will be such an opportunity.

Mr. CANNON. I will take my friend’s judgment on that.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iunderstood the agreement
was we should have a separate vote on that proposition and some

others.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like fo have an
understanding that when this matter comes up in the House from
the committee of conference there may be discussion upon any of
the amendments of the Senate. -

Mr. FOSS, I hardlythink it wonld doto make an arrangement
of that kind. We might as well take up the measure at once and
discuss it in the House.

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I mean upon matters
which were in controversy.

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; upon those matters that were in contro-
versy 1 think there will be an opportunity for a separate vote. Is
thprg?a.ny particular proposition which the gentleman has in his

min

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I donot know of any
just at this time; but there may be some such questions, and [
thought as an understanding was being had in regard to the battle
ships there might be something else on which some discussion
would be desired.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. F'oss], and it is so ordered.

The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the House the

tleman from Illinois, Mr. Foss; the gentleman from West
%e;gmm, Mzr. DaYTON, and the gentleman from New York, Mr.
CumaiNGs,
STOCK-POISONING PLANTS OF MONTANA,

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representafives:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a communication
from the SBecretary of Agriculture recommending the printing of the accom-
panying report on the stock-poisoning plants of Montana.

WILLIAM McKINLEY.
ExecuTivE MAxsiox, February 12, 1901.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol-
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. ﬁ 13531. An act to constitute a new division of the eastern
judicial district of Texas, and to provide for the holding of terms
of court at Sherman, Tex., and for the appointment of a clerk for
said court. and for other purposes;

H. R. 12807. An act to extend the privileges provided by an act
entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to the imme-
diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,”
approved Jane 10, 1880, as amended: and .

H. R. 13374. An act authorizing the Indiana, Illinois and Iowa
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across St.
Joseph River at or near the city of St. Joseph, Mich,

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:

8.57. Anactgrantingan increase of pension to Joshua B. Harris;

8. 419. An act amending the act providing for the appointment
of a Mississippi River Commission, etc., approved June 28, 1879;

8. 63. Anactgrantingan increase of pension to Cyrus A. B, Fox;

S. 1044. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel M.
Worley;

S. 12’1'1. An act granting an increase of pension to Ross Wheat-
ley;

,é. 1203. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis S,
Horsey;

S.1204. An act granting an increase of pemsion to William
Gaddes;

8. 1604. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey Gra-

am;

8. 1628, An act granting a pension to Adolph Schrei;

8. 1761, An act granting a pension to Girard Welch;

S, 1986. An act granting anincrease of pension to Fanny Healy;

S. 1828, An act granting a pension to Emma T. Martin;

Rg' 1872, An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram J.
amer;

S. 5775, An act to anthorize the Glassport Bridge Company to
construet and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River,
in the State of Pennsylvania;

S. 2001, An act granting a pension to Abner C. Rickeits;

8. 3224, An act granting a pension to Amos L. Hood;

8. 3680. An act granting an inc2ease of pension to Mary Eliza-
beth Moore;

S. 4022, An act granting a pension to William B. Caldwell;

S. 8758. An act granting an increase of pension to William I.

S. 3881, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D,
Johnson;

S. 4073. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert A,
Edwards, jr.;
HS. t&l-l’?. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel N,

Oy t;

S. 4155. An act granting a pension to Julia 8. Goodfellow;

8. 4165. An act granting a pension o Dora Renfro;

8. 4277, An act granting a pension to Albert Wetzel;

S. 4418. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J,
Woodman;

S. 4440. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
Stewart;

8. 4556, An act granting an increase of pension to William Fox;

S. 4587, An act granting an increase of pension to Cora Van D.
Chenoweth;
BS. i? 88. An act granting an increase of pension to George P.

each;
Cls. -(1858. An act granting an increase of pension to William F.,

oud;

S. 4789, An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard
Wagner;

S, 4836, An act granting a pension to Carrie E. Babcock;
PS.k-iS{L An act granting an increase of pension to George A,

arker;

S. 4839. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily A.
Wentworth;

8.4876. Anactgrantinganincrease of pensionto Mary A. Merritt;
Be% :ﬁ;TS. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha M,

ell;

S. 5015, An act granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman:
VS. .’11003 An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick

ogei;

S. 5016. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances F,

Buffum;
8. 5017. An act granting a pension to George H. Shapley;
8. 5032. An act granting an increase of pension to John Geibel;
8. 5033. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Barrett;

8. 5036, An act granting an increase of pension to Norton
Schermerhorn;
S. 5045. An act granting & pension to Eliza N. Lord;
S. 5081. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B.
Whiting;
S. 2226, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Muhs;
S. 8264. An act granting an increase of pension to William J,
Cannon, alias James Cannon;
5. 3338. An act granting a pension to Mary A, Morton;
bas' E]il.';ﬂl. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Har-
ngh;
o 81.12103. An act granting an increase of pension to Carroll W.
uller;
Mbll 2228. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver W.
liler;
BS. 2319. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C.
unty;
S. 2624, An act granting a pension to Mary M. Kean;
S. 2621, An act granting an increase ogfension to Charles Frye;
8. 2879. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Griffiths;
8. 2886. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas T,
Phillips;
8. 2007.
S. 2014,
8. 8750,

An act granting a pension to Henrietta Parrott;
An act granting a pension to William E. Carter;
An act granting a pension to Panlina Smith;
8. 2107, An act granting a pension to James Brown;
S. 2102. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Reed;
5. 5360, Anactgranting an increase of pension to Hiram I. Hoyt;
DS..5549. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio N.
avis;
GS. d.’i"..;'ﬁ!. An act granting an increase of pension to William
oraon;
8. 5776. An act for establishment of a beacon light near Grubbs
Landing, Delaware River, Delaware;
8.2091. An actconfirming twolocations of Chippewa half-breed
scrip in the State (then Territory) of Utah;
8. 5090, An act granting a on to Minerva McClernand;
S. 5126. An act granting an increase of pension to John D,
Thompson;
8. 5776. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hight;
8. 5140. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Coombs;
8. 5091. An act granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer;
8. 5192, An act granting an increase of pension to Richard O,
Greenleaf; and
S, 5235, An act granting a pension to Mary R. Pike.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
%Ionnm. for three days, on account of serious illness in his
amily,




1901.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2349

DEATH OF HON, ALBERT D. SHAW,

Mr.RAY of New York., Mr, Speaker, it is my solemn and pain-
ful duty to announce the death of my colleague, Colonel ALBERT
DuaNE SHAW, a Representative from the Twenty-fourth Congres-
sional district, State of New York. :

He died suddenly Sunday morning last, and of the visit of the
grim messenger Death he had no premonition.

Colonel Shaw was born in New York State December 27, 1841,
and educated at Canton University. In June,1861, he enlisted in
the Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
having served his term of enlistment was made special agent of
the War Department in 1863, Subsequently he was a member of
the legislature of the State of New York, and later still served as
TUnited States Consul at Toronto, Canada, and Manchester, Eng-
land, from 1868 to 1885. He served as department commander of
the Grand Army of the Republic, State of New York, and in 1896
was unanimously elected commander in chief of the national en-
campment of that organization. He waselected fo the Fifty-sixth
Congress in the fall of 1900 to fill the vacancy caused by the death
of Hon. Charles A. Chickering, and had served in this House from
December 41ast only. Butduring thattime he had won the esteem
of his fellow-mem and made many close friends. He was
elected to the Fifty-seventh Congress at the same time. His wife
died February 9, 1900, and he is survived by a son and two daugh-
ters.

In private life Colonel SHAW was honest, faithful, and active
in all that made for the good of his fellow-men. His record asa
soldier was without blemish. He was faithful to his old com-
rades and ever diligent and earnest in favoring wise and just
legislation for their benefit. He wasloved and ted in Grand
Army circles throughout the United States. He was a loving,
devoted husband, a kind, indulgent father. Inprivate life he was
earnest, faithful, upright, and ever seeking the good of his fellow-
citizens. In public life he was honest, reliable, capable, and pa-
triotic. He was well and favorably known, honored, and respected
in his own and in foreign countries. 1

Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send to the Clerk's
desk, and move their adogt:ion.

The SPEAKER., The Clerk will report the resolutions offered
by the gentleman from New York,

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with deep regret
and profound sorrow of the death of the Hon. ALBERT D. SHAW, a Repre-
sentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, 'That by his death the nation has lost a most able, devoted, and
patriotic servant.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The question ison ﬁreeing to the resolutions,
The ayes have it, the resolutions are adopted, and in pursuance
thereof the House now stands adjourned until 12 o'clock noon
to-morrow.

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 9 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XX1V, the following executive com-
;nﬂnications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as

ollows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for a barn at the Indian
school at Lawrence, Kans.—to the Committee on Appropriations,
and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub-
mitting an estimate of deficiency in appropriation for relief and
civilization of Chippewas in Minnesota—to the Committee on Ap-
propriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Brazos River,
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to
be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit-
ting a deficiency estimate of appropriation for improvements at
the Government Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Henry Hull,
administrator of the estate of Isaac Hull, against the United
Stx_;t?sa:to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be
printe

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that
an unexpended balance of appropriation for light and fog signals
at Grays Harbor, Washington, be made available for construction
of quarters for light keepers on the Pacific coast—to the Commit-

tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
;hﬁ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as

ollows:

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14038)
to revive and amend an actenfitled ‘“An act to authorize the Pitts-
burg and Mansfield Railroad Company to construct and maintain
a bridge across the Monongahela River,” reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2801); which said
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
13892) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Cum-
berland River at or near Carthage, Tenn., reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by arﬁport (No. 2802); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was refefred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13951) authorizing Calhoun County, State
of Texas, to construct and maintain a free bridge across Port La-
vaca Bay, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 2803); which said bill and report were referred to the
House Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (8. 5814) to anthorize the Louisville and Nash-
ville Railroad Company to construct, maintain, and operate a
bridge across the Choctawhatchee River at Geneva, Ala,, reported
the same withoutamendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2805);
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr, SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights,
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
2564) to establish a mint of the United States at Tacoma, in the
State of Washington, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2828); which said bill and report were re-
%rqed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

nion.

Mr., OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 133843) to amend
section 7 of ** An act to establish circuit courts of appeal and to
define and regunlatein certain cases the jurisdiction of the courtsof
the United States, and for other puw,”approved March 3, 1891,
as amended by act approved February 18, 1895, and further
amended by act approved June 6, 1900, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 2849); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eiﬁn Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 13907) to authorize the Georgia Pine Railway, of Georgia, to
construct a bridge aoross the Flint River, a navigable stream, in
Decatur County, Ga., reported the same with amendment, accom-

ied by a report (No. 2853); which said bill and report were re-
erred to the House Calendar.

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5573) to amend
section 203 of Title ITI of the act entitled ““An act making further
provisions for a civil government for Alaska, and for other pur-
poses,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re-
port (No. 2854); which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House ou the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr, STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which -
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12481) granting an in-
crease of .pension to John J. Martin, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2793); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. VREELAND, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7420) to grant a pension
to Esther B. Guthrie, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2794); which said bill and report werere-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to
James M. Long, reported the same with amendment, accompani
by a rﬁrt (No. 2795); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. VREELAND, from the Commitfee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 13520) granting an in-
crease of pension to Cornelia Hays, rapartacg the same with
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2796); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill
of the House (H. R. 7539) granting a pension to Peter J. Keleher,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
mdgf which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-

endar.

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7321) for the relief of
Armilda J. Luttrell, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2798); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13136) granting
an increase of pension to Ambrose Burton, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2799); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9843) granting an in-
crease of pension to John A. Hardy, reported the same with
amendment, accomfpanied by a report (No. 2800); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4734) granting a
pension to Mary A. O'Brien, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2804); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12271) granting
an increase of pension to Edwin J. Godfrey, reporfed the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2806); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13215) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew R. Jones, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2807); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13884) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew H. Gifford, rted the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a reB(;:'ﬁ (No. 2808); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar. |

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13717) granting an increase of pension to
James Harper, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 2809); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar. . { )

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 5146) granting an increase
of pension to Robert H. Jones, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2810); which said bill and re-
port were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13124) grantin
an increase of pension to Thomas Young, reported the same wit
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2811); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Se-
1ah V. Reove, reported the same without amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No, 2812) ; which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 914) granting a pension to
Charles L. Summers, reported the same withont amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2813); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar. )

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13998) granting
an increase of pension to Margaret L. B, Parsons, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a regzlrt (No. 2814);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 2079) ganting a pen-
gion to William Ashmead, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2815); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12747) granting a
pension to Arline E. McNutf, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2816); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar., -

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1365) granting an increase
of pension to Lorinda N. Smith, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a (No. 2817); which gaid bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.10727), grantin
a pension to Frances A, Wilkins, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a reigl?lrt (No. 2818); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 8280), granting an increase
of pension to Henry Keene, reported the same without amendment;,
accompanied by a report (No. 2819); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committtee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13504) for the
relief of Catherine Pflueger, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2820); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (. 5397) granting a pension to Charity McKen-
ney, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 2821); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 5728) granting an increase
of pension to Zadok 8. Howe, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2822); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 3194) for the relief of A, Cusi-
mano & Co., reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 2823); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar,

Mr, BOUTELL of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 9792) for the relief
of William C. Man, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2824); which gaid bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 13250) for the relief of B. W.
Johnson, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 2825); which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 786) for the relief of William
Leech, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 2826); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. BOUTELL of Tlinois, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11604) for re-
lief of Jacob B. Phillips, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2827); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 8193) granting an increasé of
pension toCharlesH. Force, reported thesame withoutamendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2829); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12656) granting
a pension fo James F. Merrill, rtigortad the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2830); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

r. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2843) granting an increase
of pension to John Johnson, reported the same witliout amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2831); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

r. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4102) granting
an increaseof pension to Abram O. Kindy, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2832); which said bill
and reﬁcﬁ% were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. OR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5119) granting a pension to
Jessie A. Bruner, reported the same withont amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2833); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12643)
granting an increase of pension to Mary Morellly, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2834); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Cammittee on Invalid Pensions, to

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11753) granting
an increase of pension to Isaac F. Russell, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2835); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr, E[NOR from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 5272) granting an increase
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of pension to Thomas M. Wimer, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2836); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 233) granting an
increase of pension to Mary F. Hoover, of Providence, R. I., widow
of Quincy A. Hooper, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2837); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 5363) granting a pension to
Lizzie Wattles, reported the same without amendment, accom-

anied by a report (No, 2338); which said bill and report werere-
?erred to the Private Calendar. .

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13268) granting
an increase of pemsion to J. S, Vallet, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2839); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr., fﬂNOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 4960) granting a pension to
Minerva M. Helmer, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2840); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13270) granting a
pension to Calvin 8. James, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a relg:lrt (No. 2841); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar. i

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. lmt;dngtmg an increase
of pension to Morris B. Kimball, repor the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2842); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, BROWLEY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13777) granting
a pension to Lucy B. Bevis, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by aregt (No. 2843); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4692) granting an increase
of pension to Asa W. Taylor, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a re}gglrt (No. 2844); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the

bill of the Senate (S.5204) granting an increase of pension to
John Scott, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 2845); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar,
- Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.4387) granting
apension to Joseph R. Martin, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2846); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2227) granting an
increase of pension to Uriah Clark, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2347); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5172) granting a
pension to Elizabeth Bughman, reported the same withoutamend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2848); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

r. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, to which was referred thebill of the Senate (S. 2936)
authorizing theappointment of James A. Hutton to a captaincy of
infantry in the United States Army, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2850); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was reierred the bill of the House (H. R. 13854) amending the
record of Granville H. Twining, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2851); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13853) amending the record of Roy V.
Witter, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 2852); which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS

INTRODUCED,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billg, resolutions, and memorials
?futhe following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 14162) to reduce and reorganize

the Pay Corps of the United States Navy—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 14163) to anthorize
the Portland, Nehalem and Tillamook Railway Company to con-
struct a bridge across Nehalem Bay and River, in the State of
Oregon—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 14164) pro-
viding for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law—to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 14165) dedicating the pro-
ceeds of the sales of public lands to the construction of works in
the aid of irrigation, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14166) to in-
crease the compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. TONGUE: A memorial of the legislature of Oregon,
asking an appropriation of $44,000 to Curry County, Oreg.—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the legislature of Massachu-
setts, relative to the abolition of the United States tax on tea—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: Memorial of legislature of Ari-
zona, to have its present session extended thirty days—to the Com-
mittee on the Territories.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of

}hﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 14167) granting an increase

of pension to Charity M. Farmer—to the Committee on Pensions.
y Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14168) granting a pension to

James W. Conaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr, LONG: A bill (H. R. 14169) for the relief of Thomas B,
Vanhorn—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 14170) granting a pension
to Dr. Ralph Lewis Graves—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 14171) granting a pension to
James W. Tunnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14172) to correct the military record of
Thomas Keating—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R, 14173) granting a pension
to Gomea}igfsh%ngsteel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. J R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 14174) granting
an increase of pension to Cloyd C. Maulding—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of Charity M. Farmer, of Idaves-
per, Ga., to accompany House bill granting her an increase of pen-
sion—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COONEY: Petitions of citizens of Glasgow, Marshall,
Republic, Ashgrove, and Fairplay, Mo., for the repeal of the
stamp tax on checks, notes, bonds, etc.—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolution of Gen-
eral Joseph Hooker Command, No. 9, Union Veterans’ Union, fa-
voring Senate bill No. 5055, granting pensions to soldiers who were
confined in Confederate prisions—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of Michigan Woman's
Christian Temperance Union, favoring the exclusion of alcoholic
liquor from countries inhabited chiefly by native races—to the
Committee on Alcholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Maryville, Tenn., rela-
tive to alcoholic trade in Africa, and to prevent the saleof opinm,
intoxicants, ete., to undevelo and child-like races—to the Com-
mittee on Alcoholie Liquor Traffic,

Also, petition of citizens of Maryville, Tenn., in favor of an
amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of W. D. Baker
and other citizens of Hyannis, Mass., for the repeal of the duty on
tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Evidenceof W. S. Grubaugh, toaccompany
House bill No. 13079, granting a pension to Lieut. E. F. Wilkins—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of C. D. Trumbull and other citizens
of Morning Sun, Iowa, favoring the exclusion of alcoholic liquor
from countries inhabited chiefly by native races—to the Commit-
tee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr, HEPBURN: Petition of Margaret E. McCraig and nu-
merous other citizens of Lenox, Iowa, urging the m::lfh ment of




2352 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 13,

%e liquor traffic in Africa—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liquor
raffic.

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Saxton B. Little
and others, favoring the passage of the Gillett bill for the protec-
tion of native races in our islands against intoxicants and opinm—
to the Committee on Aleoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. HILL: Petition of L. P. Dean. of Bridgeport, Conn.,
favoring the exclusion of alcoholic liguor from the New Hebrides
and all countries inhabited chiefly by native races—to the Com-
mittee on Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. KERR of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Carlington, Ohio,
against the parcels-g:at system—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roa

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of citizens of Pender, Nebr., advo-
cating the passage of the Gillett bill, for the protection of native
races in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Com-
mittee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

Also, petitions of Herman Kountze, of Omaha; J. A. Hanna, of
Greely; C. H., Love, of Hastings; F. B, Knapp, Cedar Bluffs, and
Owens & Price, of Thayer, Nebr., with reference to reve=zue re-
duction—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of General Joseph Hooker Com-
mand, No. 9, Union Veterans’ Union, Boston, favoring Senate
bill No. 5035, allowing pensions to soldiers who were confined in
Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of C. J. Greenwood and other citi-
zens of Connecticut, favoring the exclusion of alcoholic liquor
from the New Hebrides and all countries inhabited chiefly by
native races—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Samuel B. Wilson, for a pension,
to accompany House bill No. 13923—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): Paper to accom-
pany House bill No. 14148, relating to additional judges for the
courts of the Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr, THAYER: Resolutions of National Bank Cashiers’ As-
sociation of Massachusetts, against taxing bank capital and
;ﬁnst stamp tax on bank checks—to the Committee on Waysand

J1B.

By Mr. VANDIVER: Petition of citizens of Sparta, Mo,, for
the repeal of the stamp taxon checks and war tax on bank capital—
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of 800 members of the Pres-
byterian Church of Wyoming, N, Y., for construction of dam
across (ila River, San Carlos, Ariz., for p of irrigation for
Pima Reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paﬂar to accompany House
bill granting a pension to Cloyd C. Maulding—to the Commitiee
on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.

WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1901.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsugrx, D. D.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. SEWELL, and by unanimons

consent, the further reading was dispensed with.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved,

STOCE-POISONING PLANTS OF MONTANA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing measaﬁe from the President of the United States; which
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committes on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed:
To the SBenate and House of Representatives:

1 transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a communication

from the Whryt g! Agﬁcultpm.vrwomm&n&ui{z the printing of the accom-
re on the stock- ning plan ontana.
e % WILLIAM McKINLEY.

ExecuTivE MAXNSION,
Washington, February 12, 1901.

VESSELS ENTITLED TO BENEFITS OF SHIPPING BILL,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 11th instant, a state-
ment prepared, as far as practicable, by the Commissioner of Navi-
gation relative to the number of vessels and the tonnage of each
vessel now registered as engaged in the foreign commerce and the
number of vessels now e d in the coastwise trade that can be
registered for the foreignn% under the provisions of Senate bill
No. 727, to promote the commerce and increase the foreign trade

of the United States, and to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports,
and seamen for Government use when necessary, etc. The com-
munication will be referred to the Committee on Commerce and

printed, and the documents accompanying the communication
Wﬂ}ilbe referred to the committee, will not be printed, but will be
on file,

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Serate a commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims relating to the
vessel sloop Cygnet, James Hunt, master: which, with the accom-
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and
ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist-
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of
fact and of law filed under the act of Janvary 20, 1885, in the
Frenchspoliationclaims, relating to the vessel Good Intent, Nathan-
iel Gladding, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 13850) making appropriations for the diplomatic
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro-
priatious.

MARTHA C. M. FISHER.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1792) granting
a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher, which was, in line 9, before the
word “ dollars,” to strike out * twenty ” and insert *‘ twelve.”

Mr: GALLINGER. Imove thatthe Senateconcurintheamend-
ment made by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

JAMES M. FRY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 1aid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3376) granting
an increase of pension to James McFry, which were, in line 6, to
strike out the name ** James McFry” and insert ** James M, Fry;”
and to amend the title soas to read: ‘‘An act granting an increase
of pension to James M. Fry.” 3

Mr. GALLINGER. Imovethatthe Senateconcurin theamend-
ments made by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

CREDENTIALS.

Mr. CLARK presented the credentials of FrANcIS E. WARREN,
chosen by the legislature of the State of Wyoming a Senator from
that State for the term beginning March 4,1901; which were read,
and ordered to be filed. '

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CLARKE,

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President,I give notice that Saturday,
February 23, at 6 o'clock in the afternoon, I shall ask the Senate
to consider resolutions paying tribute fo the memory of Hon.
Frask G. CLARKE, late a Representative from the State of New
Hampshire.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of O. H. L. Wernicke
and sundry other citizens of Ohio, praying for the establishment
of a national forest reserve in the Appalachian region; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the affidavit of Taylor Buckner, in support of
the bill (S. 1033) for the relief of Benjamin F. Buckner and Tay-
lor ]'Enclmer; which was referred to the Committee on Military

Affairs.

Mr. PERKINS presented a joint resolution of the legislature of
California; which was ordered tolie on the table,and to be printed
in the RECORD, as follows:

[Amended in senate January 30,1901, Assembly joint resolution No. 10. In-
troduced by Mr. Myers, January 17, 1901 ]
Assembly joint resolution No. 10, relative to passage of the Grout bill now
pending in the United States Senate.

Whereas there is pending in the Senate of the United States a bill known
as the Grout bill, having for its purposes the lation of the manufacture
and sale of oleomargarine or ol e butter; and

Whereas the en of Calif are vitally interested in the
of such bill, and that the operation of this bill would be very beneficial to the
dairying industry of the State: Therefore, be it

Resolved zglfhe assembly and senate of the State of California, jointly, That

m urge the Eemte of the United States to enact said bill at its
Tese
Y Re;e'md. That the chief clerk of the assembly and secretary of the senate
be directed to immediatel his resolution to the honorable President
of the Senate of the United States. and also to each of the Senators from the
Btate of California in the United States Benate.

We hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of assembly joint

resolution I«Fo. 10, agcrpted in assembly January 17, 1901; adopted in Senate

February 6,
CLIO LLOYD,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.
F. J. BRANDON,
Secretary of Senate.
Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution of the senate of California;
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and
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